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WITHERBY & CO. 


(ESTABLISHED 1740). 


LAW & GENERAL STATIONERS, 
COMPANIES’ & PARLIAMENTARY 
PRINTERS. 


NEWMAN'S COURT, 
CORNHILL, E.C. 


Telephone: AVENUE 836 
Telegrams: “ WITHERBY, LONDON.” 
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LONDON, W.C, 
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5 LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C. 
(with Branches throughout the Kingdom), 
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FIRE, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY under Workmen’s 
independently thereof, and BURG 
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EstTas.isHEeD 1858, 

Capital Stock ... ee £400,000 
Debenture Stock eve eve coe «» £308,130 
REVERSIONS BOUGHT. LOANS MADE THEREON. 
Proposal Forms and full information may be had at the Society’s Offices. 

- OSCAR x , F.LA., Actuary and Secretary. 
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SOCIETY. 
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FLEET STREET, LONDON, 
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Current Topics. 


The Rules under the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907. 


We HAvE been favoured, unfortunately too late for comment 
this week, with an advance copy of the Criminal Appeal Rules, 
1908. With the forms and indices, they cover thirty folio pages. 


The Draft R.S.C. 

A ser of draft rules of considerable importance has been 
published pursuant to the Rules Publication Act, 1893, and is 
printed elsewhere. At present a subpena is only in force till the 
end of the sitting or assize for which it is issued. This is now to 
be altered, except as to subpenas issued from the Crown Office or 
in an action tried at assizes, and the subpa@na will remain in force 
until trial. Ord. 54, r. 12, gives the masters of the King’s Bench 
Division, and the registrars of the Probate, &c., Division, the 
jurisdiction of a judge in chambers, subject to certain specified 
exceptions. It is proposed to cancel some of the exceptions, and 
to increase correspondingly the masters’ and registrars’ jurisdic- 
tion. The effect will be to give those officials jurisdiction as 
regards the removal of actions from one division or judge to 
another division or judge; the settlement of issues; orders for 
the- appointment of receivers by way of equitable execution 
and ancillary injunctions; awarding of costs; and charging 
orders absolute. Masters and registrars will still be debarred 
from exercising jurisdiction in matters relating to criminal 
proceedings or the liberty of the subject; service out 
of the jurisdiction; appeals from district registrars; prohi- 
bitions; injunctions and orders for receivers except as above 
mentioned ; reviewing taxation of costs; and acknowledgments 
of married women or applications to dispense with the concurrence 
of a husband. Under a proposed addition to order 62, the clerks 
to the Chancery Registrars will be empowered to attend the 
Court of Appeal or the Chancery Division judges when the state 
of business so requires. Ord. 63, r. 3, is to be altered so as to 
extend the sittings of the Supreme Court offices to the last seven 
days of the Long Vacation, and rule 9 of the same order, in its new 
form, will bring the same offices, with some exceptions, into line 
with the length of the present Saturday half-holiday by providing 
for one o’clock closing on that day. Ord. 65,r. 27 (380), deprives 
a solicitor entitled to payment of costs out of a fund in court of 
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a sixth, and in Re Mercantile Lighterage Co. (1906, 1 Ch. 491) 
it was held that this term did not include disbursements. It 
is proposed to amend the rule sv as to override this decision. 


The New County Court Rules. 


Tue County Court Rules Committee shews praiseworthy 
diligence in correcting from time to time defects which experience 
reveals in the working of the County Court Rules. We print 
elsewhere a set of rules which have just been issued for this pur- 
pose. Ord. 7, rr. 44 and 45, regulate the giving of leave to serve 
a summons out of England and Wales, and rule 45 requires that the 
order giving leave shall fix a day for the trial. This, however, is 
inappropriate to default summonses, in which there is no hearing 
unless notice of defence is given; nor is the procedure on such 
summonses suitable in the case of default summonses served out 
of England and Wales. It is accordingly now provided that leave 
shall not be granted to serve a default summons out of England 
and Wales at all. Ord. 16,r. 23, is altered so as to give the court 
@ discretion as to requiring security for the costs of discovery, 
corresponding to the discretion in the High Court under R. 8S. C. 
ord. 31, r. 26. The circumstance that under the Juries Act, 
1870, s. 20, a person summoned as a juror is not liable to a fine 
unless he has had six clear days’ notice to attend is responsible 
for the increase in ord. 22, r. 1, of the length of notice of demand 
for a jury from five to ten days before the return day, and other 
consequential changes are made. A paragraph is added to 
ord. 26, r. 16, so as to enable a person who has obtained a 
judgment or order against a debtor in the High Court to obtain 
payment out of money paid into the county court to the 
credit of the debtor. Hitherto, according to Llewellyn v. 
Roland (23 T. L. R. 589), this could only be done where 
the judgment had been obtained in the county court. A new rule 
is introduced into order 30 to meet the case of a personal repre- 
sentative who does not appear, or who admits the plaintiff’s 
demand, and does not deny that he has assets. No form has been 
prescribed for the judgment in such a case, though, doubtless, the 
court has had power to frame the appropriate judgment. It is 
now expressly provided that the judgment shall be de bonis 
testatoris, si, §c., et st non, de bonis propriis, and a form to this 
effect is given. A new rule added to order 31 requires that where 
there are two or more judges of any court, applications for a new 
trial shall be made to the judge who presided at the original trial 
unless this causes undue delay. And, lastly, an important 
extension is made in the power to allow special costs in 

icular proceedings under ord. 53, r. 8. To the proceedings 
m which these allowances can be made are added actions under 
section 23 of the Highways and Locomotives (Amendment) 
Act. 1878, as amended by section 12 of the Locomotives Act, 
1898, under which the county court has jurisdiction up to £250 
as regards extraordimary traffic expenses, and proceedings under 
the Money-lenders Act, 1900; and the special items allowed may 
be increased up to certain specified limits, or, as regards fees to 
counsel, at the discretion of the registrar, subject to review by 
the judge, or by special order of the judge; but this is only in 
cases where there is a real contest, or the judge certifies under 
section 1 9 in favour of the importance of the action. These 
changes suitably recognize the growing importance of the work 
done in the county courts. 


The Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 1908. 


A nuMmbeR of additions to and changes in the Workmen's 
Compensation Rules, 1907, are made by the rules of 1908 which 
we print elsewhere. Under rule 5, where the amount of com- 
pensation has been agreed or ascertained, and application is made 
to ascertain who are the dependants, or the amount payable to 
each dependant, the employer may avoid being made a respondent 
to such proceedings by paying the money into court, or if he has 
already been made a respondent he can still pay the money into 
court, and it is now provided that the registrar shall within 
twenty-four hours give notice to the applicant and the other 

. respondents (if any), and the employer will then only be liable 
for costs up to the time of payment. The first paragraph of 
rule 39, which defines the application of the Act and rules 
to cases of industrial diseases, is modified so as to extend tu 
diseases mentioned in any order of the Secretary of State 


rules of 1907 regulates the payment into court, investment, and 
application of compensation in the case of death. This is now 
repealed and replaced with variations. In particular, provision is 
made for the case when no valid agreement as to division can be 
made by reason of the disability or absence of the dependants or 
any of them, and for the hearing of applications with regard to 
the investment or application of any sum paid into court. And 
rule 60, with reference to proceedings where a workman receiving 
a weekly payment intends to go abroad, has been altered with a 
view to providing more effectually for medical evidence as to 
whether the injury is likely to be permanent. 


Indorsement of Notice of Conveyance on Deed 
Retained. 

A pornt which we do not remember to have been raised in 
any transaction within our knowledge recently came before the 
Committee of the Herefordshire Incorporated Law Society. Is it 
the usual or proper practice for a vendor’s solicitor to require a 
fee to be paid by a purchaser before indorsing a memorandum 
upon title deeds retained by the vendor ? The indorsement is, of 
course, always made by the vendor's solicitor, but the form of the 
indorsement is usually prepared by the purchaser’s solicitor and 
sent to the vendor’s solicitor, who has merely the trouble of 
writing it on the deed or deeds. It is satisfactory to find that 
the committee (which includes lawyers of wide experience in 
conveyancing) have decided that the proper course is for the 
vendor’s solicitor to indorse the memorandum without any fee 
from the purchaser. Any other decision would have been a 
check on the wholesome practice of indorsing notice of sales 
of portions of the property on deeds retained—a practice 
which, according to our experience, is becoming more and 
more prevalent. Formerly objections were frequently raised 
by vendors without rhyme or reason, but now we think the 
cases in which the indorsement is refused are mainly those in 
which there is no room on the deed for the indorsement. Like 
all rules, that laid down by the committee of the above-mentioned 
society must be supposed to be subject to exceptions. We 
recently came across in an abstract an indorsement of notice of a 
conveyance containing a plan of the property conveyed; here, we 
imagine, the purchaser ought to have paid for the indorsement of 
the plan. Possibly, also, where there are numerous parties to the 
purchase deed, notice of which hasto be indorsed, and the description 
of the property conveyed is lengthy, and the purchaser’s solicitor 
insists on all the parties being named, and the description inserted 
in full, it may be a case for payment by the purchaser per folio 
for the indorsement. But this prolixity can seldom be necessary, 
except perhaps in cases where complicated rights or easements 
are granted over the property retained by the vendor. The 
indorsement ought to be as brief as is compatible with clear 
information as to the property conveyed. 


‘* Description’ of Goods Contracted to be Sold. 

A case of much importance on the construction of the Sale 
of Goods Act, 1893, was decided by the Court of Session in Scot- 
land on the 24th of January. By section 11 (2), in Scotland failure 
by the seller to perform any material part of a contract of sale 
is a breach of contract which entitles the buyer, either within 
a reasonable time after delivery to reject the goods and treat the 
contract as repudiated, or to retain the goods and treat the failure 
to perform such material part as a breach which may give 
rise to a claim for compensation for damages. By section 30 (3), 
where the seller delivers to the buyer the goods he con- 
tracted to sell mixed with goods of a different description not 
included in the contract, the buyer may accept the goods 
which are in accordance with the contract and reject the rest, or 
he may reject the whole. In an action for damages for breach of 
a contract of sale, it appeared that the plaintiffs hought from the 
defendants by sample 133 pieces of maroon twills, and paid the 
price. Subsequently, on making a full examination, they fo 
that sixty-four pieces were not according to contract, inasmuch 
as they were “softer” than the sample. They accordingly 
intimated their acceptance of the balance of the goods and their 
rejection of the sixty-four pieces, and returned the latter to the 
sellers, who refused to accept redelivery. The plaintiffs in their 
action maintained that they were entitled to accept the goods 
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rest as being of a different description—i.e., what was known to 
the trade as “tender goods,” and fit only for sale by weight. 
The court held that the case was not one to which section 30 
applied; that the word “ description”’ was plainly used to denote 
the kind of goods contracted for; and that the right of partial 
rejection conferred upon the buyer applied only to cases where 
goods of the kind contracted for were mixed with goods of a 
different kind, and not to cases where all the goods were 
of the kind contracted for, but part of them were not of 
such good quality as the seller was bound to supply. Here 
the goods contracted for were ‘ marocn twills,’ and the 
goods delivered were ‘maroon twills,” but sixty-four out 
of 133 pieces were not of such good quality as_ the 
samples which formed the basis of the contract. We con- 
sider that this construction was abundantly justified by the 
leading principles of the English contract of sale. The word 
“description” has always been understood to refer to a difference 
of kind, and not merely of quality. A difference in description 
must be taken to imply an essential difference in species, so that 
the contract was for one thing and the bulk which arrived was 
another. The contract and sample together constitute a contract 
for goods of the same species as the sample. An article of the 
same species, but of inferior quality, cannot be taken to be of a 
description which is not included in the contract. 


Reconstruction of Companies. 

THE RECONSTRUCTION of companies, being a matter of common 
occurrence, necessarily affects a large number of shareholders. 
In the majority of cases the object of the reconstruction is to raise 
further capital, and the common device for attaining this end is 
to sell the assets of the old company to a new company in consider- 
ation of shares in the new company which are not fully paid up; 
that is, the shareholders of the old company who take shares in 
the new company take them with a liability to pay a further sum, 
or, a8 it is sometimes called, an assessment. This, of course, would 
give no rise to any question if all the members of the old company 
accepted shares in the new company with the added liability. 
But to almost all reconstruction schemes there are dissentient 
shareholders, that is, members who are not willing to accept shares 
in the new company. The question is, to how to deal with such 
non-accepting members, because, of course, they have to be dealt 
with. One or two devices have been tried. In Manners v. St. 
David's Gold and Copper Mines (1904, 2 Ch. 593) it was pro- 
posed to forfeit the shares of the non-accepting members for the 
benefit of the new company. The Court of Appeal held that this 
was a device to compel fully-paid shareholders to contribute 
further capital or to forfeit their interest in the company, and that 
it was ultra vires. Another device was to provide that the shares 
of the non-accepting members should be sold and the proceeds 
divided between the non-accepting members. And this at one 
time was said to be a common form in the company world. But 
Kexewicn, J., in Bisgood v. Nile Valley Co. (1906, 1 Ch. 747) 
held that it was wlird vires. He thought it was unfair to the 
dissenting shareholders and was putting a pistol to their heads. 
It was saying to them: “If you do not come in you shall not 
have your shares, but something else” ; and that was not in the 
bond. The same point came up for decision before WarRinoTon, 
J., almost immediately afterwards in Fuller v. White Feather 
Reward (Limited) (1906, 1 Ch. 823), and he decided that tke 
company were not acting ul/ra vires, but he refused to say whether 
what they were doing was fair. In this conflict of judicial opinion 
the point came before Eve, J., in Bisgood v. Henderson’s Transvaal 
Estates (Limited), on the 6th inst., when the learned judge, 
following the decision of Warrineton, J., held that there 
was nothing ultra vires in the device. Indeed, he seems to have 
thought that it was the proper course to pursue under the circum- 
stances. Nor is it really unfair. It is true that it is not in the 
bond; but every person who takes shares in a company takes them 
with the knowledge that reconstruction is possible. and we do not 
think that an obstinate shareholder who sticks to his pound of 
flesh is entitled to much more consideration or sympathy than was 
Shylock in the days of old. 

The Use of the French Language in the Jersey 
Law Courts. 

We reap that the States of the Island of Jersey, after a long 

debate, have passed a resolution that the English language should 





be used in the law courts wherever practicable. Man 
Englishmen who have not had the opportunity of paying a visit 
to the Channel Islands are ignorant of the fact that these islands 
are interesting examples of Home Rule, having been formerly 
part of the Duchy of Normandy, aud having, after the sepdtation 
of the duchy in the reign of King Jonny, continued the allegiance 
to the English crown. The Government of the islands is 
administered by States the members of which are partly named 
by the Crown, partly chosen by the people, whilst others sit ex officio. 
The language of the rural population is either English or a patois 
derived from. the ancient Norman dialect. In the town of St. 
Helier, which contains a large proportion of the population of 
the island, English is almost invariably spoken, and the constant 
arrival of settlers from England must inevitably tend to increase 
the use of the English language. More than fifty years ago it was 
stated that, with regard to births registered in the parish of St. 
Helier, names indicating families of English origin were more 
than one-half, and often two-thirds of the whole number. Jersey 
has, however, retained its ancient law, which is based upon the com- 
mon law of the Duchy of Normandy, and though the competency 
of Parliament to legislate for the island is unquestionable, the 
interference of the British Legislature, except upon matters 
universally applicable to the whole empire, is unusual and 
would be viewed by the islanders generally with dissatisfaction. The 
use of modern French as the language in judicial proceedings is one 
of the relics of the ancient procedure. In the Royal Court, con- 
sisting of the bailiff and twelve jurats, the litigants, who are often 
unacquainted with the French language, have complained that 
they suffer material disadvantage from the proceedings being con- 
ducted in French. The advocates, who are required to know 
French and to plead in French, study the French language and 
receive their legal education in France. A member of the English 
bar, who visited St. Helier some years ago and found his way to 
the High Court, tells us that he listened to a case in which 
plaintiff and defendant were Englishmen who found it impossible 
to give their evidence in F'rench, and in which it was obvious 
that French was not the language to which to which the presiding 
judge was ordinarily accustomed. We congratulate the States of 
Jersey upon a reform which must be beneficial to the large 
majority of the inhabitants of the island. 

Are Englishmen Becoming Less Litigious? 

THE DECLINE in the number of causes entered for trial in 
the different divisions of the High Court and at the assizes has 
induced some persons to ask whether litigation is becoming less 
popular; and, according to the Australian press, there is strong 
evidence in the Federated Colonies of an unwillingness to resort 
to the courts of law. We remember reading some years ago an 
article which contrasted the English legal procedure with that 
prevailing on the Continent, and in which regret was expressed 
that the Judicature Rules had made no provision for bringing the 
parties before a judicial officer immediately after the commence- 
ment of an action with the view of effecting a settlement of the 
differences between them. Some such procedure is, we believe, 
to be found in the German Code, but if the disposition of the 
German race has been correctly described by the late Prince 
Houennoxe, it may be doubted whether these settlements 
are often arranged. Prince Honenione, in a letter to the 
late Queen Victorta on the social and political conditions 
in Germany, affirms that the German is by nature a lawyer, and 
that legal questions always arouse the keenest interest, so much so 
that, in some parts of Germany, litigation is the farmer’s one 
amusement in his spare time. We cannot think that any such 
statement would be applicable to any large class of Englishmen. 
The great number of cases which are arranged in or out of court 
is strong evidence of their willingness to consider both sides of a 
question, and there is strong ground for believing that a consider- 
able proportion of the mercantile classes are prepared to submit 
to what they believe to be extortion or injustice rather than ex- 
perience the anxieties and delays of litigation. Weare, however, 
assured by those who have lived abroad that the litigation in foreign 
tribunals is vastly inferior, as regards importance and cost, to that 
to which we are accustomed in England. 

Oral Judgments and their Difficulties. 

In THE case of Andersen v. Marten, which was heard by th 





Court of Appeal in December last, the Master of the Rolls 
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expressed his regret that, owing to various circumstances, it was 
desirable that the court should give judgment at once, for he 
could have wished to put his observations somewhat more into 
shape. ‘This statement draws attention to the difficulties which 
attend the delivery of an oral judgment. We can give as an illus- 
tration a case which might easily arise in the course of legal 
affairs. A barrister of learning and experience is required to give 
his opinion upon important questions of law, upon which he has 
the opportunity of deliberating, not amid the distractions of a 
court, but in the seclusion of his library or chambers. He has, 
at the same time, notice that his opinion will be printed and 
preserved for reference in the future. Would it be considered as 
reasonable or probable that in these circumstances the learned 
gentleman at the close of his investigation should dictate his 
opinion toa shorthand writer or reporter? It is almost certain 
that he would prefer to write out and revise his opinion, and 
would take the opportunity of recasting it if any matter occurred 
to him after perusing what he had written. A judge in the Court 
of Appeal has, it is true, the assistance of the argument of counsel, 
but he has often to listen to this argument before he has fully 
mastered the facts of the case; he has to examine the precedents 
laid down before him, and at the same time to be careful not to 
withdraw his attention from the argument; and in a case when 
the judgment is not reserved he has no opportunity of quietly 
reconsidering the questions which arise. There is little doubt 
that it would be better ifin all cases of importance a Court of 
of Appeal were to give its judgment in writing. This is the rule 
in the Scottish, American, and Continental courts, and the only 
excuse for the English practice is the greater pressure of business. 
But, assuming that time is found for a proper consideration of the 
cases, with regard to which we hear no serious complaint, it is 
surely possible by means of effective organization to adjourn the 
final decision of each of such cases in order that a judgment pre- 
pared by one member of the court shall receive its final approval. 


Debenture-holders and Parliamentary 
Committees. 

THE EVIDENCE heard by a committee of the House of Lords 
upon the consideration of the Crystal Palace Company Bill shews 
that there is much impatience on the part of holders of deben- 
tures and debenture stock of any legislation which may interfere 
with the legal rights which are conferred by their securities. 
Witness after witness protested that, having purchased what he 
understood was a first mortgage of the property and undertaking 
of the company, a mortgage the nature of which was regulated 
by Act of Parliament, he strongly objected to a Bill which would 
in any way vary the effect of his security. Without wishing to 
offer any opinion upon the merits of the particular inquiry, we 
may observe that the interference by Parliament with the rights 
of dehenture-holders is limited to cases where a company is in 
difficulties and a scheme is proposed by which the waste and loss 
attending a realization of the securities may be avoided. If in 
such a case three-fourths of the debenture-holders are willing to 
forego their rights and to give their assent to an arrangement 


on goods of the assignee. It was held that the word “grant” in 
the assignment implied a covenant for quiet enjoyment, on which 
the assignee could have sued the assignor. In fact, he had 
brought his action in assumpsit for money paid, and he was 
nonsuited, a result, happily, which could not occur at the present 
day. But it would not have been necessary to go to Baber v. 
Harris for the sake of raising an implied covenant for quiet 
enjoyment. This could easily have been done in Dewar v. 
Goodman had it not been excluded by the fact that the under- 
lease contained an express covenant. An implied covenant 
would have extended to eviction by the superior lessor and would 
have helped the plaintiff; but not so the restricted express 
covenant. It was for this reason that the plaintiff was driven to 
rely upon the underlessor’s covenant to perform the covenants of 
the head lease as to premises not comprised in the underlease. 
But this was not a covenant which ran with the land so as to 
bind the assignee of the reversion on the underlease, and hence 
the underlessee failed. This was the result which made the case 
a hard one, but we imagine it would not have been altered by the 
citation of Baber v. Harris. 


Right to Disregard the Regulations of the 
Royal Parks. 

THE curtovus plea of privilege by the chauffeur of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, who, when charged at Bow-street for 
driving his master in a motor-car at a greater speed than is 
allowed by the regulations of St. James’s Park, contended that 
Mr. AsquirH was acting as Prime Minister, and might be driven 
faster than the public at large, will remind many members of the 
legal profession of a story of the late Sir Franx Lockwoop, 
who, when he proposed to ride on horseback through the Horse 
Guards, and was questioned by the sentry as to the rank which 
gave him a right of passage, replied briskly, “One of Her 
Majesty’s Counsel,” and was allowed to pass without any further 
difficulty. 


Additional Courts. 


THE ANNOUNCEMENT that four permanent additional courts 
and various offices are to be built on ground facing St. Clement 
Danes’ Church in the Strand cannot but be interesting to those 
who believe that delay in the trial of causes is calculated to 
injuriously affect the prospects of the profession. It has often 
been said during recent years that there is an urgent need of 
more judges. But, however this may be, there is no doubt that 
eases have been delayed because the judge who was ready and 
willing to dispose of them had no court available for the despatch 
of business. Builders are sometimes rather leisurely in their 
proceedings, and we shall be glad to hear that there is hope that 
the new courts may be ready before the Long Vacation. 








Implied Covenants for Quiet 





which may to some extent vary their rights, the committee will 
so far entertain the proposal as to consider whether a readjust- 
ment of the securities is likely to be beneficial to the whole 
concern. The mere fact that this majority of the debenture- 
holders are willing that their rights shall be postponed will not 
induce the committee to override the wishes of a minority who 
desire to push matters to the last extremity. It must further 
appear that the sacrifice is for the ultimate benefit of the whole 
undertaking. Analogies between companies and private indi- 
viduals are not always appropriate, but there is ample statutory 
precedent for an interference with the rights of a minority of 
creditors. 


The Decision in ‘‘Dewar v. Goodman.” 

A CORRESPONDENT, whose letter we print elsewhere, suggests 
that the decision in Dewar y. Goodman (1908, 1 K. B. 94) would 
have been different had the attention of the Court of Appeal been 
called to the case of Baber v. Harris (9 A. & E. 532). We are 
afraid we cannot agree that that case was relevant. It was not a 
question between underlessor and underlessee, but between assignor 
and assignee of a lease. At the time of the assignment there were 
arrears of rent due, and the lessor distrained after the assignment 


Enjoyment. 
Ir is interesting to notice that in the recent case of Markham v. 
| Paget (Times, 14th inst.) Swinren Eapy, J., has followed the 
authorities which establish that, upon an agreement for letting, @ 
| covenant for quiet enjoyment, is implied, notwithstanding the 
| suggestion to the contrary in the judgmeut of Kay, L.J., m 


Baynes v. Lloyd (1895, 2Q. B.610). Itis, of course, well settled 
that the use of the word “demise” implies such a covenant (see 
Burnett v. Lynch, 5 B. & C., at p. 609), and, until recently, it ap- 
peared to be equally settled that the same result followed upon 
any agreement for a tenancy: Bandy v. Cartwright (8 Ex. 913). 
In Hail y. City of London Brewery Co. (2 B. & 8. 787) Cock Busy, 
C.J., referred to the case just cited as a direct authority that a 
contract for quiet enjoyment was implied in a contract of demuse. 
and he thought the case to be good law. It was accordingly held 
in Hall v. City of London Brewery Co. that, where a tenancy 
arose under a memorandum of agreement, whereby the defendants 
agreed to let and the plaintiff agreed to take certain premises, the 


enjoyment 
An implied covenant of this kind is, however, confine 








plaintiff was entitled to the benefit of a covenant for quiet” 
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terest, he ceases to be liable under the covenant upon the deter- 
mination of his interest. This was the point which arose in Baynes 
y. Lloyd. The defendants, who had a term of eight and a-half years 
to run ina house, sublet part to the plaintiff for ten and a-half 
years. The tenancy agreement did not contain any express 
covenant for quiet enjoyment, and the words of letting did vot 
include ‘‘ demise.” Lord RussEeL1, C.J. (1895, 1 Q. B. 820), 
held, in acordance with the above authorities, that, notwith- 
standing the absence of the word ‘“ demise,” the law implied a 
covenant for quiet enjoyment simply by virtue of the relation of 
landlord and tenant. But inasmuch as the breach complained of 
had not occurred until the end of the head term, the plaintiff 
was not entitled to recover. In Adams v. Gibney (6 Bing. 656), 
Tivpat, C.J., held that the covenant implied from “ demise ”’ 
ceased upon the determination of the estate of the lessor. Conse- 
quently, where the lessor was a tenant for life, his executor was not 
liable for the eviction of the lessee by the remainderman. And 
in Baynes v. Lloyd, Lord Rosset applied the same rule to the 
implied covenant arising from a contract of tenancy. The 
implied covenant or covenant in law, he said, determines with 
the interest of the lessor, or, in other words, enures only 
during the continuance of that interest. 

In the Court of Appeal (1895, 2 Q. B. 611) the decision 
of the Lord Chief Justice was affirmed, upon the ground 
that any implied covenant was restricted in the manner 
mentioned, and had therefore come to an end. But the judg- 
ment of the court (Lord Esner, M.R., and Kay and A. L. 
Smitu, L.JJ.), delivered by Kay. L.J., threw doubt upon the 
possibility of implying a covenant for quiet enjoyment except 
from the word “ demise.’ After referring to authorities which 


established that the covenant would be implied from “ demise,’ 
the Lord Justice concluded that they negatived the implication 
of the covenant in cases where that word was not used. He 
dismissed Bandy v. Cartwright (supra) on the ground that no 
reason for the decision was given in the report, and that, the 
lease being by parol, it was quite possible that the word “ demise”’ 


was used, or that the court in the absence of evidence assumed 
this to be the case; not a very tenable assumption one would 
imagine. People who let property by word of mouth are not 
likely to use a technical word like ‘‘ demise.” And Hall y, City 
of London Brewery (supra) he regarded as simply following 
Bandy v. Cartwright. He concluded that the weight of authority 
was in favour of the view that a covenant in law is not implied 
from the mere relation of landlord and tenant, but only from 
certain words used in creating the lease. 


But the comment of the Court of Appeal in Baynes v. Lloyd 
upon the doctrine of imphed covenant to be found in the earlier 
cases, has not been received with favour, and it was dissented from 
by the Divisional Court (Lord Auverstone, C.J., and DarLine 
and CHANNEL, JJ.) in Budd-Scott v. Daniell (1902, 2 K. B. 351). 
There the tenancy had been created by an agreement not under 
seal, whereby the plaintiff agreed to let and the defendant agreed 
to take a furnished house fora year. The defendant was dis- 
turbed in her possession during the year, and ia an action 
brought by the plaintiff at the expiration of the tenancy for 
dilapidations, she counterclaimed for damages for breach of 
an implied covenant for quiet enjoyment. The court held, not- 
withstanding Baynes v. Lloyd, that such a covenant was to be 
implied. It disagreed with the conclusion of Kay, L.J., that the 
weight of authority was against the implication of the covenant 
from the mere relation of landlord and tenant, and it rejected the 
hypothesis that Bandy v. Cartwright was based upon the assumed 
use of the word “*demise” in the verbal tenancy there in question. 
To the authorities which have already been mentioned Lord 
Atverstone added JZart v. Windsor (12 M. & W. 68), Mostyn 
v. West Mostyn Coal and Iron Co. (1 C. P. D., p. 152), and 
Robinson v. Kilvert (41 Ch. D., p. 96), as recognizing that a 
covenant for quiet enjoyment would be implied from the word 
“let,” or any other equivalent word, and he did not think 
that the Divisional Court was bound to treat Baynes v. 
Lloyd as an authority binding upon it. He came to the con- 
clusion that where there was a letting, a covenant for quiet 
enjoyment was to be implied from the mere relationship of the 
parties. In this result Darurnc and Cuannewt, JJ., agreed. 
The latter restricted the effect of Baynes v. Lloyd to the point 


actually decided—namely, that, if any covenant could be implied 
from the letting there, it would terminate with the expiration of the 
lessor’s estate—and that, consequently, eviction by title paramount 
after such expiration was no breach of it; and the expression of 
opinion by Kay, L.J., against the implication of the covenant 
from the mere relationship of landlord and tenant, he felt at 
liberty to disregard since it was opposed to the authorities. 


The question arose again in the Court of Appeal in Jones v° 
Lavington (1903, 1 K. B. 253), but, as in Baynes v. Lloyd, it 
was possible to dispose of the case without giving any actual 
decision upon the implication of the covenant. The point 
related to the scope of the covenant, if it could be implied, 
whether it was unrestricted—that is, whether it protected the 
tenant against disturbance under title paramount—or whether, like 
the usual express covenant for quiet enjoyment, it was restricted 
to disturbance by the landlord and persons claiming under him. 
Previously to Jones y. Lavington it seems to have been assumed 
that an implied covenant is unrestricted, and probably this is still 
the case where the covenant is implied from the word “ demise.” 
Indeed, the chief object of introducing express covenants for 
quiet enjoyment into leases is to avoid the greater liability which 
would be imposed on the lessor under an implied covenant. But 
in Jones v. Lavington the Court of Appeal held, somewhat sum- 
marily, it would seem, and under a mistake as to the real point 
decided in Baynes vy. Lloyd, that the covenant implied from the 
mere relationship of landlord and tenant was not unlimited, and 
since in that case the plaintiff was complaining of disturbance 
by title paramount, he could not recover. It was, therefore, 
unnecessary to decide whether the covenant could be implied at 
all, and on this point the court showed a natural reserve. 
“ Even,” said Cotiins, M.R., “if we were at liberty to go into the 
authorities again, it clearly would be unbecoming in this court to 
call in question the considered opinion of the three judges of the 
Court of Appeal, though the actual decision in that case might 
‘have been arrived at without going into that part of the 
case.” 

In this state of the authorities Swrnren Kany, J., had to 
decide in Markham vy. Paget (supra) whether a covenant for quiet 
enjoyment could be implied under an agreement in writing 
whereby the plaintiff agreed to rent of the defendant a mansion- 
house and park for one year from the the Ist of August, 1905, 
and so on from year to year until determined by six months’ 
notice, at an annual rent of £318 17s, ‘The defendant excepted 
the minerals, with power to work them, but without any power to 
let down the surface. The lessees of the underlying coal 
worked it—apparently at the instance of the lessor—so as to 
let down the surface, and the house was injured and the plaintiff 
disturbed in his enjoyment of it. The learned judge held 
that a clear case of breach of covenant had been made out, 
if the covenant was to be implied, and as to such implication he 
preferred to follow the weight of authority in its favour rather 
than the dissentient dictum of Kay, L.J., in Baynes v. Lloyd 
(supri). After referring to that case and to Jones v. Lavington 
(supra), the learned judge said: “ Under these circumstances 
I am bound to follow what the current of authority for more than 
the last sixty years has determined to be the law, and what three 
Chief Justices of England have successively held to be the 
common law, both upon principle and authority, and to be the 
only view consistent with common sense. I therefore determine 
that the plaintiff is entitled to recover against the defendant on 
the footing that the agreement of tenancy contains an implied 
contract of quiet enjoyment.” It remains to be seen whether the 
Court of Appeal will be equally bold in putting aside the dictum 
of Baynes v. Lloyd should the case come before it. 








Mr. Justice Walton, having returned from the South-Eastern circuit, 
will, says the Zimes, take charge of the commercial lists of actions and 
summonses until Mr. Justice Bigham comes back from the Midland 
circuit, about the end of the month. 

It is announced that it has been decided that four permanent additional 
law courts and various offices shall be erected on the piece of ground facing 
St. Clement Dane’s Church, in the Strand. There is ample space on this. 
site. The plans have already been prepared, and operations 





will be began forthwith. In the meantime the tem courts in the’ 
Judges’ -quidrangle are rapidly approaching completion. 
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Agreements for Lien and the Bills of 
Sale Acts. 


Tue reports have been comparatively free recently from cases 
on bills of sale—a class of document which was responsible 
a few years ago for a great deai of litigation—but a decision 
of considerable interest on this subject has been given by 
the Court of Appeal (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Movutton 
and Bocxuey, L.JJ.), in Lord’s Trustee v. Great Eastern 
Railway Co. (Times, 17th inst). The plaintiff was trustee of 
a bankrupt who had for some years prior to his bankruptcy 
carried on business as a coal merchant at Norwich. By four 
written ageements between 1902 and 1904 the railway company 
let to him certain plots of land called “allotments” at then 
station at Norwich. These adjoined the railway sidings and 
were used by Lorp as a depot for coal which was carried by the 
company and delivered from trucks in the sidings. By an agree- 
ment dated in February, 1903, the company opened with Lorp a 
monthly credit for the carriage of coal upon certain conditions. 
These included a provision that the company should have a 
continual lien upon “all waggons, goods, minerals, articles, and 
things hauled or conveyed on their lines, or which shall be at 
any time on the railway or upon any ground allotted by or rented 
of the company, for all tolls, rates, charges, and moneys which 
shall be or become due or payable to the company, and the 
company to be at liberty from time to time, and in such manner 
as they shall think fit, to sell and dispose of all or any of such 
waggons, goods, minerals, articles, and things in order to satisfy 
such lien.” The company reserved to itself the right to close the 
account at one day’s notice, and thereupon the whole of the 
account was to become immediately payable, and provision was 
made for a monthly settlement of the account. In September, 
1906, Lorp’s account was in arrear, and, after some preliminary 
negotiation, the company closed the ledger account on the 
15th of October, and on the same day they locked the gates 
leading to the allotments and took possession of a consider- 
able quantity of coal stacked in the allotments and loaded 
in trucks, and also the business plant on the premises. Loxgp’s 
bankruptcy followed, and his trustee brought an action, alleging 
that the company acted wrongfully in locking the gates and 
taking possession of the goods, thereby stopping Lorp’s busi- 
ness, and that the agreement of the 19th of February, 1903, 
operated as a bill of sale, and was void for want of registration, 
and claiming damages for the trespass and a declaration that the 
oods seized formed part of the bankrupt’s estate. ParLiimore, J., 
held that the claim for damages was personal to the bankrupt, 
and could not be asserted by his trustee, and as to the agreement 
of February, he held that this was not a bill of sale. In the 
Court of Appeal the latter point only was considered, with the 
result that the majority of the court (Moutton, L.J., diss.) 
reversed the judgment of Puiitiimore, J., and pronounced 
against the agreement. 

In considering whether a document is within the Bills 
of Sale Acts it is of course material to ascertain whether 
the goods over which it gives a charge remain in the possession 
of the debtor or are delivered to or are otherwise in the 
possession of the creditor. The Acts strike at documents, 
and at such documents as give rights over chattels which remain 
in the possession of the debtor. Thus they do not extend to 
documents accompanying a pledge which regulate the rights of 
the pledgee. In Ex parte Hubbard (17 Q. B. D. 690) one 
Hagpwicx borrowed from Hosparp £20, and as security 
deposited with him two tricycles. He also signed an agreement 
reciting the deposit, and providing for the sale of the goods in 
default of repayment. It was held that this did not come 
within the Bills of Sale Acts. ‘‘ The transaction,” said Bowen, 
L.J., “appears to me to be a pawn or pledge, accompanied by 
a document regulating the rights of the pledgee with regard 
to the goods of which possession is delivered to him.” 
Consequently, since the possession had passed to the pledgee 
at the same time that the document was signed, it did not 
operate as a bill of sale. A bill of sale is defined by 
section 4 of the Act of 1878, which, so far as material, is as 
follows; ‘‘ Licences to take possession of personal chattels as 





security for any debt, and also any agreement, whether intended 
or not to be followed by the execution of any other instrument, 
by which a right in equity to any personal chattels, or to any 
charge or security thereon, shall be conferred.” In Ex parte 
Hubbard the document gave no licence to take possession, aud in 
reply to the contention that it gave a right in equity, Bowen, L.J., 
said: ‘‘The answer is that these documents do not confer any 
right in equity, but only regulate the exercise of a legal right. T 
think that those words were intended to bring within the Act 
documents which create a right in equity as distinct from a right 
at law”: see Charlesworth vy. Mills (1892, A. C. 231). 

The case of a document giving a lien on goods in favour of a 
mercantile agent arose before StrrxrNe, J., in Morris v. Delsbbel- 
Flipo (1892, 2 Ch. 352). There by an agreement in writing 
made between the defendant, a foreign manufacturer, and the 
plaintiff, his agent in England, it was provided that advances 
made by the plaintiff should be covered and secured by the stock 
of goods which should be in his hands. Upon the termination of 
the agency the defendant claimed to remove the goods then in 
the plaintiff’s hands witnout satisfying the expenses of the agency, 
and he contended that the agreement gave a right in equity to or 
created a security on the goods, and was void for want of regis- 
tration as a billof sale. But it was held by Srigttne, J., that the 
right of the plaintiff, being based on possession of the goods, was 
a legal and not an equitable right, aud that the definition clause 
did not cover the document. ‘“ When the goods come to the 
possession of Morris then. . . there is a state of things—namely, 
an agreement coupled with possession, which gives rise to a legal 
right. It appears to me to give rise to no right in equity as 
distinguished from the right at law.” ‘The present case of 
Lord’s Trustee v. Great Eastern Railway Co, (suprd) was similar 
to Morris vy. Delvbbel-Flipo (supra) m that the document in 
question purported to give a lien upon goods; but it differed 
from it in respect of possession. A question was raised whether 
Lorp was tenant or only licensee of the allotments, but it was 
settled that he was tenant, and consequently the coal which 
was seised on the allotments was in his possession prior to seizure. 
The case was distinguishable in this respect from Spencer v. 
Midland Reilway Co. (11 T. L. R. 408), upon which PatLiimore, 
J., had relied, where the plaintiff was licensee only. And the 
coal being thus in the possession of the debtor, the majority 
of the Court of Appeal held that the agreement under which 
the railway company seised it was a license to take possession, 
and consequently a bill of sale. It wonld seem that the 
case is not within the mischief at which the Legislature aimed in 
passing the Bills of Sale Acts, but the rigour of those Acts is 
unfortunately determined by their language, and not by the 
circumstances to which their principle is properly applicable. 





Reviews. 
Mines. 


Tue Law oF MINES, QUARRIES, AND MINERALS. By ROBERT 
Forster MacSwinney, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. THIRD EDITION. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Considering the constant growth of the branch of law to which this 
valuable book is devoted, and the care with which every part of it is 
treated, itis not a little remarkable that the new edition should contain 
fewer pages than the last edition, published ten years ago. The type, 
appears to be similar, and the size of the pages hus not increased. An 
examination of the work, however, shews that, wherever practicable, 
the text has been abridged, and statements of cases of a similar effect 
to those previously noticed have been cut out; in this way room has 
been found for a large amount of new matter—new both in the sense 
of incorporation of recent decisions, and of remoulding the previous 
statements of the law. 

The work of editing the present edition seems to have been very 
thoroughly done, and we have not in the course of our investigation. 
or use of the book missed any reported case decided before the date of 
the preface. The author does not confine himself to decisions whieh 
appear ia the Law Reports; for instance, Chaytor v. Trotter, aa 
important decision of the Court of Appeal relative to the circumstances 
under which mines become ‘‘ open,” although reported only in the 
Law Times, is duly noticed in the section of Chapter L. relating to this 
subject. The effect of the decisions is neatly and correctly stated, a 
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The work is, moreover, very comprehensive, dealing with every branch 
of the subject. 

If we must have a grumble, it is as to the extent to which scraps 
of judgments and observations of judges are picked out and inserted 
in the text. The words ‘ per J.” are of very frequent occurrence 
jn the notes; they occur no fewer than seven times in the notes on 
p. 144. This is very creditable to the industry of the author, but 
it is a little apt to mislead the reader as to the authoritativeness of the 
statements. Learned judges may be right in their decisions on the 
facts of the case before them, but they are not infallible in their 
dicta. 

The grave and cautious tone of the statements in the text is 
pleasantly relieved by the outspoken, epigrammatic, and often 
humorous preface, in which the author reviews the chief changes 
in the law of mines and minerals during the ten years since 
the last edition was published. After referring to the numerous 
cases decided during that period, he says ‘‘ legislation has done 
something; although if it had done less, it would have done 
better”; and he adds that ‘‘It is hardly too much to say that, 
in the result, it is now impossible to tell for certain what the 
word ‘mineral,’ in its legal sense—the very foundation of the 
subject of this treatise—really means. For the lay cynic, this posi- 
tion, and the circumstances under which it has arisen, will have their 
humorous side, For the practising lawyer the position will have other 
compensations.” And with regard to the Land Transfer Act, 1897, 
and the rules thereunder relating to mines, the author remarks that 
“where its application is voluntary, the Act, like its predecessor, is a 
fiasco, Where it is compulsory, the Act is a nuisance.” 








The Agricultural Holdings Act, 1906. 


THE AGRICULTURAL Hotpines Act, 1906; wirH AN INTRODUCTION 
THERETO AND COMMENTS THEREON, TOGETHER WITH A SUMMARY 
OF THE LAW RELATING TO AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS UNDER THE 
AGRICULTURAL Hotpines Acrs, 1883-1900. By GzorcE ARTHUR 
JOHNSTON, Barrister-at-Law. Sxzconp EpiTIon, REVISED AND 
ENLARGED. Effingham Wilson. 


This book may be commended as a useful, practical guide for the 
large class of practitioners who are just now keenly desirous of 
ascertaining whether any and what provisions can be inserted in 
agricultural tenancy agreements with a view to minimizing the hard- 
ships likely to be inflicted on landowners by the Agricultural Holdings 
Act, 1906. Although the work contains the text of the Acts from 
1883 to 1900, and a summary of their provisions is prefixed, the Act 
of 1906 only is annotated. Each section of that measure is, however, 
carefully and minutely analyzed and discussed in the notes, which 
are practically helpful in the way of suggestions. We do not agree 
with all the writer’s recommendations—for instance, as to the 
advisability of specifying in the tenancy agreement the person who 
is to act as sole arbitrator under section 1 (2); in many cases it would 
be very difficult to agree upon an independent person, and even if he 
is agreed on, he may, before he has to act as arbitrator, have 
quarrelled with, or been employed by, one or other of the parties to 
the agreement, so as practically to have ceased to be an unprejudiced 
party—but many of the suggestions are excellent. A peculiarity of 
this part of the book is that each section of the Act of 1906, with the 
note thereto, is separated from the next section by a blank. There is 
a good deal to be said in favour of this device, since it leaves room 
for conveniently noting-up any suggestions or decisions on any 
section of the Act. 





Books of the Week. 


Encyclopedia of the Laws of England; with Forms and Precedents. 
By the Most Eminent Legal Authorities. Second Edition, Revised 
and Enlarged. Vol. IX.: Mark to Non-Assumpsit. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited). 

Law and Practice in Divorce and other Matrimonial Causes. By 


W. J. Dixon, B.A,, LL.M., Barrister-at-Law. Fourth Edition. 
Butterworth & Co. 


The Principles of Bankruptcy, Embodying the Bankru Acts, 
1883 and 1890, and the ing Cases Thereon; Part of the Debtors 
Act, 1869; the Bankruptcy Appeals (County Courts) Act, 1884; the 
Bankruptcy (Discharge and Closure) Act, 1887; the Preferential 
Payments in Bankruptcy Acts, 1888 and 1897; the Leading Cases 
on Bills of Sale. With an Appendix containing the Schedules to the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883; the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886 to 1906; the 
Rules as to the Committal of Judgment Debtors and as to Adminis- 
tration Orders; Regulations Issued by the Bankruptcy Judge; a 
Seale of Costs, Fees, and Percentages; the Bills of Sale Acts, 1878, 
1882, 1890, and ‘1891, and the Rules Thereunder; the Deeds of 
gement Act, 1887, and the Rules Thereunder. By RicHARD 
Gwoop, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Tenth Edition. Stevens & 
ynes. 





Two Studies in International Law. By CoLzMAn PHILLIPSON, 
M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 


A Short Treatise on the Law of Wills. By A. Guzst Matuews, 
M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. = 

The Student’s Text-book of Roman Law. By C. Nicotas Bar- 
HAM, Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The Licensing Bill, 1908, Full Text. With Notes. By J. Scorr 
DvuckeErs, Solicitor. London: C.E.T.S. Publication Depot. 








Correspondence. 


The Companies Act, 1907. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—By section 36 of the recent Companies Act of 1907 certain 
obligations are impo upon coinpanies incorporated outside the 
United Kingdom, but having a place of business in the United 
Kingdom. 

Without going into detail, substantially such companies are placed 
under an obligation to make most of the returns to be made by 
English companies, and to fulfil other requirements. No doubt the 
maio object of the Legislature was to bring aes registered in 
the Channel Islands and Colonies into line with those incorporated in 
England, but a curious question arises as regards how far the section 
in question applies to foreign juristic associations. 

The Act contains no definition of the word ‘‘ company,” and it 
therefore seems to be a matter of some doubt whether such associa- 
tions would or would not come within the section. In France, for 
instance, there are Sociétiés Anonyme (analogous to the English joint 
stock company), also Sociétiés en Commandite (analogous to the English 
private company). In Germany there are aktiengesellschaften 
(analogous to the English joint stock company) and Gesellechaften 
mit beschrankter Haftung (analogous to the English private com- 
pany). In Italy and other foreign countries there are similarly 
various classes of juristic associations. 

In default of any definition of the word ‘‘ company” in the Act of 
1907 it appears to me to leave it open to discussion whether all or any 
of the associations I have referred to are or are not ‘‘ companies ” 
within the meaning of the section in question. 

As far as I am aware there bas been no case in which the 
word “company” has been the subject of definition since the 
case of Smith v. Anderson (15 Ch. Div. 237), in which case the 
late Lord Justice James defined a company as contradistinguished 
from a partnership. The short effect of his definition, put in very 
popular terms, being that partnership consists of a fixed number of 
persons who have contracted together, whereas a company is a body 
of persons who change from time to time. Under so wide a definition 
as this, all the associations I have referred to would probably be held 
to be liable to fulfil the obligations of the section. 

The provisions in question come into tion on the Ist of July 
next, and I venture to urge that it would be very desirable that some 
understanding should be arrived at as early as possible as to whether 
the Registrar of Joint Stock Companies will expect such associations as 
I have referred to to fulfil the obligations of the section in question 
or not. RIcHARD KING, — 

149, Temple-chambers, E.C., March 16. 





The Conveyancing Bill. 
[ 7'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] 


Sir,—We see by your editorial of the 7th inst. that the Conveyancing 
Bill, clause 2, proposes to get rid, in case of leases, of the rule that a 
ntee of a reversion cannot take advantage of a breach of condition 
which has occurred before the assignment. On the 9th of October, 
1906, upon a similar provision in the Conveyancing Bill, then in 
charge of Mr. Micklem, we wrote him a letter of which we enclose a 
copy. We, personally, still feel strongly that clause 2 would be 
mischievous in this occasion. Youne & Sons. 
29, Mark-lane, E.C., March 18. 


The following is the letter referred to: 
(Copy.] 
29, Mark-lane, 9th Oct., 1906. 

N. Micklem, Esq., K.0., M.P., 6, New-court, Carey-street, W.o. 

Dear Sir,—We are glad to see that you are to have charge of the 
Conveyancing Bill im the House of Commons, and need hardly say that we 
hope to see the greater part of the Bill, at least, passed as drawn. 

We would, however, call your attention to the following facts as 
affecting clause 2, and express a strong wish that it may be substantially 
modified before being passed. The Conveyancing Acts do not, at present, 
touch the breach of the covenant to assign 
judges are compelled-to pronounce such 
Tsaacs (C. A. 1891, 1 Q. B. 417). Solicitors 


without license, and the 
uitots decisions as Barrow.v. 
o overlook the clause are not 





stated, ; 
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perhaps entitled to sympathy, but we strongly feel that clients should be 
protected against such decisions, and the effect of clause 2 of the Bill will, 
as we read it, add one new burden to both solicitors and clients. 

To give one out of a number of actual instances in our own knowledge : 
a wealthy corporation granted a lease of some premises at a peppercorn 
rent and inserted a clause in the lease reyuiring a license for any dealing 
whatever with the property other than by will. A second mortgage was 
executed by the lessee and no license for it was obtained. The corporation 
subsequently sold the property. According to the reading of the law in 
the memorandum to the Bill, the breach of covenant having occurred prior 
to the sale by the corporation, no advantage can be taken by the assignee 
of the property. Asa fact, the corporation, and still more certainly the 
the assignee from the corporation, has suffered no damage whatever. By 
clause 2, however, if passed, it would be possible to use a breach of that 
kind as a means of extortion under threat, according to Barrow v. Isaacs, 
of absolute forfeiture of a valuable lease. 

If you approve of an amendment being moved, we will endeavour to get 
rome member of the House to do so, and should suggest to him to propose 
either that clause 2 be wholly deleted, or at least, that it be limited to 
giving the assignee the right to sue for any damage sustained by him. 

We should have been glad if the Bill itself had dealt with the whole 
question of the breach of covenant by assignment or underletting without 
license, but suppose it is too late to provide for this.—Yours faithfully, 

Youna & Sons, 





C.1.F. Contract. 
[ To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] 


Sir,—Your issue of the 14th of March contains a report of a case of 
Crozier v. Auerbach (p. 335), in which it is stated that the defendant, 
a resident at Hamburg, had agreed to sell to the plaintiffs a certain 
amount of aluminium at £174 per ton “ c.i.f., Tyne/Thames, unpacked, 
net cash against b.].”” The plaintiffs considered the article sent to be 
of inferior quality, and commenced an action in England ; and the 
court held that, the contract being a c.if. contract, the delivery was 
to be on board ship at Hamburg, and the alleged breach occurred 
there, so that the shipper was not liable to be sued in England. 

On reading this report I found myself ignorant of the meaning of 
the letters c.i.f., and I failed to find any explanation of them in 
saveral legal works. However, their meaning was given in a table of 
commercial abbreviations in Pannell’s Book of Reference, and I send 
the explanation to you in case you may think that others of your 
readers will be glad to be enlightened on the point. It appears that 
they stand for ‘‘costs, insurance, freight,” and indicate that the 
shipper was to pay the two last-mentioned charges. The letters b.1. 
at the end of the extracted sentence of course stand for bill of lading. 

PRUDENS. 





The Decision in Dewar v. Goodman. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—It is perfectly plain from Buber v. Harris (1839, 9 Ad. & Ell. 
532), that where an underlessee, on the underlessor’s default to pay 
it, pays to the superior landlord the rent due to him from the under- 
lessor, then the tunderlessee may recover that payment from the 
underlessor on the underlessor’s covenant for quiet enjoyment con- 
tained in the underlease. 

The marvel therefore is, why this case of Buber v. Harris was not 
referred to in the recent case of Dewar v. Goodman (1907, 1 K. B. 612, 
and 1908, 1 K. B. 94)—I mean, neither referred to before Jelf, J., nor 
referred to before the Court of Appeal, which affirmed Jelf, J. 

Can you give me any explanation of the onitission to refer to Buber 
v. Harris ? 

Jelf, J., and the Court Appeal gave their sympathy to the under- 
lessee, and regretted their inability to decide in his favour. 

I write you as an anxious counsel, and in the interests of the 
profession. 

March 16. 


[See observations in ‘‘ Current Topics.”—Ep. S../,] 


New Orders, &c. 


Rules of the Supreme Court. 
March 16, 1908. 
Mail Ships Acts, 1891 and 1902. 
Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the Rules Publication Act, 1893, 
that draft Rules of Court have been prepared under the above Act. 
Copies may be obtained on application at the Board of Trade, 
Whitehall Gardens. 
: Merchant Shipping Act, 1906, Section 68. 
Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the Rules Publication Act, 1893, 
, that draft Rules of Court have been prepared under the above Section. 
Copies may be obtained on application at the Lord Chancellor's 
Office, House of Lords. 











Patents and Designs Act, 1907. 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the Rules Publication Act, 1593, 
that draft Rules of Court as to Procedure have been prepared under 
the above Act. 

Copies may be obtained on application at the Lord Chancellor’s 
Oftice, House of Lords, 


17th March, 1908. 

The following draft Rules are published pursuant to the Rules 
Publication Act, 1893 :— 

OrpER XXII, Rue 17. 

1. Order XXII., Rule 17, shall be read as if there were included 
therein :— 

London County Council 34 per cent. Stock. 
OrpEr XXXVIL, RULE 344. 

2. Any subpoena, other than a subpoena issued from the Crown 
Office or in an action to be tried at Assizes, shall remain in force from 
the date of issue until the trial of the action or matter in which it is 
issued. 

OrvER LIV., RULE 12. 

3. Order LIV., Rule 12, is hereby annulled and the following 
Rule shall stand in lieu thereof :— 

12. In the King’s Bench Division a master, and in the Probate, 
Divorce and Admiralty Division a registrar, may transact all such 
business and exercise al] such authority and jurisdiction in respect 
of the same as under the Act or these Rules may be transacted or 
exercised by a Judge at chambers, except in respect of the following 
proceedings and matters; that is to say :— ; 

(a) All matters relating to criminal proceedings or the liberty 
of the subject ; ? 

(b) Granting leave for service out of the jurisdiction of a writ, 
or notice of a writ of summons ; 

(c) Appeal from district registrars ; 

(d) Prohibitions ; 

(e) Injunctions and other orders under sub-section 8 of 
section 25 of the privcipal Act, otber than orders for the appoint- 
ment of receivers by way of equitable executions and injunctions 
so far, and so far only, as the same are ancillary or incidental to 
equitable execution ; 

(f) Reviewing taxation of costs ; ‘ 

(g) Acknowledgments of married women or applications to 
dispense with the concurrence of a husband in a disposition by a 
married woman. 

OrveR LXIL, Rute 1a. 

4. If from time to time the state of business shall so require, the 
Clerks to the Chancery Registrars may attend the Court of Appeal or 
the Judges of the Chancery Division on the trial of actions with 
witnesses on such days and at such times as the Senior Registrar for 
the time being shall, with the approval of the Master of the Rolls ia 
the case of the Court of Appeal, and with the approval of the Senior 
Judge of the Chancery Division, in the case of that Division, determine. 


ORDER LXIII., RvuLE 3. 

5. The Sittings of the several Offices of the Supreme Court shall 
extend over the whole of the four periods between the Vacations 
and shall include in addition the last seven days of the Long 
Vacation. 

ORDER LXIIL., RuLE 9. 

6. Subject in any Division of the High Court to any Order by the 
President thereof, the Office hours in the several Offices of the 
Supreme Court other than the Summons and Order, Crown Office 
and Associates Departments of the Central Office shall be from ten m 
the forenoon to four in the afternoon, except on Saturdays, when the 
Offices shall close at one in the afternoon, and in Vacation, when the 
Offices shall close at two. 

In the Summons and Order Department the hours shall be from 
half-past ten in the forenoon to half-past four in the afternoon, 
except on Saturdays, when it shall be from half-past ten in the fore- 
noon to half-past one in the afternoon, and in Vacation, when it shall 
be from half-past ten to half-past two. 


In the Crown Office and Associates Departments the hours shall be 


from eleven in the forenoon to five in the afternoon, except on Satur- 
days and in Vacation, when the hours shall be from eleven in the 
forenoon to two in the afternoon. 
OrvER LXV., RuLE 27 (388). 
7. Order LXV., Rule 27 (388), shall be read as if after the worde 
“ professional charges’? the words ‘‘and disbursements” were 
inserted. 
OrpER LXV., RULE 27 (48). 
8. Order LXV., Rule 27 (48), as to Refreshers shall be read a# 
follows :— 
To the Leading Counsel from 5 to 10 guineas. 
» 9» Second me 7 


” 4» Third (if three)  ;, 
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9. These Rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court 
(March), 1908, or each Rule may be cited by the heading thereof with 
reference to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883. 

Copies of the above draft Rules may be obtained on application at 
the Lord Chancellor’s Office, House of Lords. 


The County Court Rules, 1908. 


These Rules may be cited as the County Court Rules, 1908, or each 
Rule may be cited as if it had been one in the County Court Rules, 
1903, and had been numbered therein by the number of the Order 
and Rule placed in the margin opposite such Rule. 

An er.and Rule referred to by number in these Rules means 
the Order and Rule so numbered in the County Court Rules, 1903, 
or in any County Court Rules of subsequent date, as the case 
may be. 

These Rules shall be read and construed as if they were contained 
in the County Court Rules, 1903. The forms in the Appendix shall 
be used as if they were contained in the Appendix to the County 
Court Rules, 1903, and when it is so expressed shall be used 
instead of the corresponding forms contained in such last-mentioned 
Appendix, or in the Appendix to any County Court Rules of 
subsequent date, as the case may be. 

Where any Rule or forms hereby annulled is referred to in any 
of the County Court Rules, 1903, or any County Court Rules of 
subsequent date, or in the Appendix to any of those Rules, the 
reference to such Rule or form shall be construed as referring to the 
Rule or form hereby prescribed to be used in lieu thereof. 


ORDER VII. 
Piaint Nore AND Summons, SERVICE. GUARDIAN AD LITEM. 
Service out of England and Wales. 


1. Default summons not to be issued for service out of England und 
Wales.| Leave shall not be granted to serve a default summons or 
— of a default summons on a defendant out of England and 
Wales. 


ORDER XVI. 
DISOOVERY AND INSPECTION. 

Order XVI., Rule 23, is hereby annulled, and the following Rule 
shall stand in lieu thereof :— 

2. Amount of Security.]—(1.) Any party seeking discovery by inter- 
rogatories or otherwise may be ordered upon making application for 
discovery to pay into court, in the case of interrogatories the sum of 
twenty shillings, and if the number of folios exceeds five, the further 
sum of two shillings for each additional folio, or in the case of dis- 
covery otherwise than by interrogatories the sum of twenty shillings, 
or (in either case) any less sum, or such additional sum as the Court 
shall direct. 

(2.) An order for discovery shall state the amount ordered to be 
paid into court, or that payment into court is dispensed with; and 
where payment into court is ordered the party seeking discovery 
shall, with his interrogatories or order for discovery, serve a copy of 
the receipt for the payment into court, and the party from whom 
discovery is sought shall not be bound to avswer or make discovery 
unless and until the said copy had been served. 

(3.) Forms 1022, 106a.] Forms 102 and 106 are hereby annulled, 
and the Forms 1024 and 106a in the Appendix sball stand in lieu 


thereof, 
ORDER XXII. 
TRIAL. 

Order XXII. Rules 1 and la, are hereby annulled, and the 
following Rule shall stand in lieu thereof :— 

3. Notice of demand of jury; Forms 142, 143, 144; Deposit.] 
Notice of demand for a jury shall be given in writing to the registrar, 
according to the form in the Appendix, ten clear days at least before 
the return day, and the registrar shall forthwith give notice thereof 
to the other party, according to the form in the Appendix ; and the 
summonses to the intended jurors shall be delivered to the bailiff 
forthwith, and shall be served six clear days at least before the return 
day. The deposit to be paid on a demand for a jury shall be eight 
shillings. 

ORDER XXIIa. 
THE County Courts Act, 1903. 
[3 Edw. 7, c. 42.] 
4. Order XXII4., Rule 20, is hereby annulled. 
ORDER XXV. 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS AND O8DERS. 

5. Amendment of Order XXV., Rule 45c.] The words “ within the 
district of which he is in custody” shall’ be substituted for the words 
“within the district of which he was arrested’ in Order XXV., 
Rule 45c (Rule 15 of 1907). 





ORDER XXVI. 
ATTACHMENT OF DEBTS. 

6. Amendment of Order XXVI. Rule 16.) The following paragraph 
shall be added to Rule 16 of Order XXVL., viz. :— 

This rule shall, with the necessary modifications, spply to any case 
in which a person has obtained a judgment or order against the 
debtor either in the High Court or in the county court intéwhich 
money has been paid under a judgment or order obtained by the debtor, 
or in any other county court or inferior court, 

ORDER XXX. 

PROCEEDINGS BY AND AGAINST EXECUTORS AND ADMINISTRATORS. 

7. Judgment on default of appearance, or where representation and 
demand admitted, and assets not denied ; Form 238a.] Where a defendant 
sued as an executor or administrator does not appear at the trial, or 
admits his representative character and the plamtiff’s demand, and 
does not deny assets, the judgment shall be that the demand and costs 
shall be Jevied de bonis testatoris, si, &c., et si non, de bonis propriis. 

ORDER XXXI. 
New TRIAL. 

8. .lpplications for new trial where there are two or more judges. 
Where there are two or more judges of any Court, an application for a 
new trial or to set aside proceedings in an action or matter tried or 
determined before one of such judges shall, wherever practicable, be 
made to that judge; and for tnat purpose an application of which 
notice has been given for a day on which tbat judge is not sittin 
may be adjourned to a day on which that judge will sit, if ok 
adjournment will not involve unreasonable delay. 

ORDER XLIV. 
Tue Empioyers’ Liasiciry Act, 1880. 

Order XLIV., Rule 4, is hereby annulled, and the following rule 
shall stand in lieu thereof :— 

9. Notice of demand fur jury; Forma 142, 143, 144.] The notice of 
demand for a jury required by Order XXII., Rule 1a, shall be given 
fifteen clear days at least before the return day. 

ORDER LIII. 
Costs AND ALLOWANCES TO WITNESSES. 
Allowance of Costs by Judge. 

10. Amendment of Order LIIT., Rule 8.] The following paragraphs 
shall be added to Order LIIL., Rule 8, viz. :— 

(2.) Paragraph 1 of this rule shall apply to actions under section 
23 of the Highways and Locomotives (Amendment) Act, 
1878 [41 & 42 Vict. c. 77, s. 23], as amended by section 12 of 
the Locomotives Act, 1898 [61 & 62 Vict. c. 29, s. 12], and to 
agg under the Money-lenders Act, 1900 [63 & 64 

ict. c. 51). 

(3.) The following further provisions shall apply to such actions 
and matters as are mentioned in paragraphs 1 and 2 of this 
rule, viz. :-— 

(a.) Where costs are taxed under Column C, the fees 
allowable under items 70 to 73 may, in cases in which there 
is a real contest, or the judge certifies under section one 
hundred and nineteen of the Act, be increased, at the dis- 
cretion of the registrar, subject to review by the judge, or by 
special order of the judge, to any sums not canetling the 
following, that is to say :— 

Item 70 may be increased to £5 5s. ; 

Items 71 to 73 may be increased to £3 3s. 

(b) Where costs are taxed under Column C., reasonable 
fees may, in cases in which there is a real contest, or the 
judge certifies under section one hundred and nineteen of the 
Act, be allowed to counsel in excess of those mentioned in 
items 85 to 94 in respect of the matters referred to in such 
items, at the discretion of the registrar, subject to review by 
the judge, or by special order of the judge. : 

(c) ere proceedings are taken for which no provision is 
made by the rules or scales ‘g i ee -_ may be 
allowed in respect of such p ings by the registrar, 
subject to review by the judge, or by special order of the 
judge, not exceeding those which may under the scales or 
these rules be allowed in respect of proceedings of a like 


nature. 


APPENDIX. 
102A instead of 102. 
ORDER FOR DELIVERY OF INTERROGATORIES. 
In the County Court of holden at 
No. of plaint 
Between 
A.B. plaintiff, 
and 


CD. ‘defendant. 
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and 
Upon hearing 
It is ordered that the on payment of the sum of The Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 1908. 


into court [or without giving security] be at liberty within 
days from the date of this order to deliver to the 
interrogatories in writing, and that the said do answer the 
interrogatories in writing, and return such answer to me for filing 
within days from the service of this order [add, where payment 
into court ordered. and a copy of the receipt for payment into court] 
upon him, and that the costs of this application be ; 
Dated this day of 
Registrar. 
Hours of attendance, &c. 


106A instead of 106. 
ORDER FoR AFFIDAVIT AS TO DOCUMENTS. 


In the County Court of holden at 
No. of plaint . 
Between 
A.B, plaintiff, 
and 

C.D. defendant. 

Upon hearing 

1t is ordered that on payment by the of the sum of 
into court [or without security given by the ] the 
do within days from the service of this order [add, where 
payment into court ordered, and a copy of the receipt for payment into 
court] upon him, answer on affidavit stating what documents are or 
have been in possession or power relating to the matters 
in question in this action, that the costs of this application be . 

Dated this day of e 


Registrar. 

Hours of attendance, &c. 

238A. 

JUDGMENT AGAINST AN EXECUTOR OR ADMINISTRATOR WHO DOES 
NoT APPEAR, OR APPEARS AND ADMITS HIS REPRESENTATIVE 
CHARACTER AND PLAINTIFI’S DEMAND, AND DOES NOT DENY 
AssETs. 

Upon the trial of this action at a court holden this day, it i8 
adjudged that the Plaintiff do recover against the Defendant the sum 
of £ for ,and £ for costs. 

And it is ordered that the Defendant do pay the same to the 
Registrar of this Court forthwith [or on or before the 


day of ] (or by instalments of for every 
days, the first instalment to be paid on the 
day of } 


And the Defendant not having appeared at the trial [or having 
appeared and admitted his representative character and the Plaintiff's 
demand, and not having denied that he has assets of the said 
deceased which came to his hands to be administered], 

It is ordered that if the Defendants shall make default in the 
payment of the said sums the same shall be levied by distress and sale 
of the goods and chattels which were of the said deceased, and which 
came to the hands of the Defendant as executor [or administrator], if 
the Defendant has so much thereof in his hands to be administered, 
and if he has not, then that the said sums shall be levied of the 

goods and chattels of the Defendant. 

e, William Lucius. Selfe, William Cecil Smyly, Robert Woodfall, 
Thomas C. Granger, and H. Tindal Atkinson, being Judges of County 
Courts appointed to frame Rules and Orders for regulating the 
practice of the courts and forms of proceedings therein, having by 
virtue of the powers vested in us in this behalf framed the foregoing 
Rules and Orders, do hereby certify the same under our hands and 
submit them to the Lord Chancellor accordingly. 


(Signed) Wm. L. SELFE. 
Wm. Crecit SMYLY. 
R. WoopFatt. 
T. C. GRANGER. 
H. TInDAL ATKINSON. 
Approved, 
(Signed) LorEsBurn, C. 


ALVERSTONE, C.J. 

H. H. Cozens-Harpy, M.R. 
R. VaucHan Wituiams, L.J. 
J. GoRELL Barnzs, P. 

R. J. Parker, J. 
CHRISTOPHER JAMES. 


I allow these Rules, which shall come into force on the 1st day of 
May, 1908. 
(Signed) 


: Loresury, C. 
The 13th of March, 1908. 


DaTED THE 14TH DAY OF Marcu, 1908. 


The following Rules shall have effect under the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, 1906. 

These Rules may be cited as the Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 
1908, or each Rule may be cited as if it had been one of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 1907 (herein referred to as the 
principal Rules), and had been numbered therein by the number of 
the Rule placed in the margin opposite such Rule. 

. These Rules shall come into operation on the 1st day of May, one 
thousand nine hundred and eight. 


Parties to Arbitration before Judge or Arbitrator appointed by Judge. 

1. The following paragraph shall be added to Rule 5 of the principal 
Rules, viz. :— 

(4.) The registrar shall within twenty-four hours from the time of 
payment made pursuant to the last preceding paragraph send notice 
thereof to the applicant and to the other respondents (if any), and the 
employer shall not be liable to any costs otherwise than in accordance 
with paragraph 6 (c) of Rule 18, 


Industrial Diseases. 

2. Amendment of Rule 39.] Paragraph 1 of Rule 39 of the 
principal Rules is hereby annulled, and the following paragraph shall 
stand in lieu thereof, viz. :— 

(1.) In the application of the Act and these Rules in the case of a 
workman disabled by or suspended on account of his having con- 
tracted any disease mentioned in section 8 of and the third schedule 
to the Act, or in any order of the Secretary of State made under sub- 
section 6 of the said section, or disabled by or suspended on account 
of his having sustained any injury due to the nature of any employ- 
ment specified in ~~ such order, not being an injury by accident, or 
in the case of a workman whose death has been caused by any such 
disease or injury as above mentioned, the following provisions shall 


have effect. 
Notice of Day fixed. 


3. Amendment of Rule 14.] Rule 14 of the principal Rules shall be 
read and construed as if the words “ signed by the registrar himself 
and ’”’ were omitted therefrom. 


Payment into Court and Investment and Applieation of Money payable 
in case of Death, Schedule I., Paragraph 5. 


4. Rule 56 of the principal Rules is hereby annulled, and the 
following Rule shall stand in lieu thereof :— 

56a. Payment into Court, investment, and application of payment in 
case of death.] (1.) Where any payment in the case of death is to 
be paid into the County Court pursuant to paragraph 6 of the first 
Schedule to the Act, the following provisions shall have effect. 

(2.) Where any money is to be pa‘ into court under an award 
made by the judge or an arbitrator appointed by him, payment shall 
be made in accordance with the directions contained in the award, 

(3.) In any other case payment shall be made into the court ia which 
the memorandum of the decision, award, or agreement under which 
the money is to be paid, ’or the certificate under which the money is to 
be paid, has been or is to be recorded. 

(4.) If there is no dispute as to the amount payable, but no valid 
ag:eement can be come to by reason of the disability or absence of the 
dependants or any of them, payment shall be made into the court in 
which, if a valid agreement could be come to in the matter, such 
agreement would be recorded. 

(5.) Where money is to be paid into court under paragraph 2 
or paragraph 3 of this Rule, the employer shall lodge with the 
registrar a precipe in duplicate according to the form 53 in the 
Appendix, and where money is to be paid into court under para- 

raph 4, the employer shall lodge with the registrar a precipe in 

nelieahe according to the form 53a in the Appendix. The employer 
shall annex to one copy of the prwcipe a form of receipt, and the 
registrar, on the receipt of the sum puid in, shall sign the receipt and 
return the same to the employer; and the employer shall forthwith 
give notice to the persons interested in the sum paid in of such pay- 
ment having been made. 

(6.) On the payment of money into court, the registrar shall forth- 
with send by post to each of the persons appearing by the award, 
memorandum, certificate, or precipe to be interested in such money 
a notice of the said payment according to the form 538 in the Appendix. 
Provided that in the case of infant dependants residing with their 
mother or guardian it shall be sufficient to send such notice to the 
mother or rdian only. 

(7.) # questions as to who are dependants and the amount 
payable to each dependant have been settled by agreement or arbitra- 
tion before payment into court, the sum paid into court shall be 
allotted between the dependants in accordance with the agreement or 





award, and the amount allotted to “ach dependant shall be invest ed 


Bah 
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applied, aa dealt with by the court for the benefit of the 
rson entitled thereto in accordance with 
shed te yn paragraph 5 of the first 
.) If such questions have not been seti i 
Be hmm q tled before payment into 

(a) If all the persons interested in the sum paid into court agree 
to leave the application thereof to the court, or if no question 
arises as to who is a dependant or as to the amount payable 
to any dependant, or otherwise as to the application of the sum 
paid into court, but any of the ons interested in the 
said sum are absent or under disability, the amount paid into 
court shall, on application by or on behalf of the persons 
interested therein, be invested, applied, or otherwise dealt 
with by the court for the benefit of the persons interested 
therein in accordance with paragraph 5 of the first schedule 
of the Act. 

(b) If any question arises as to who is a dependant or as to the 
amount payable to any dependant, or otherwise as to the 
application of the sum paid into court, such question shall 
be settled by the court by arbitration in accordance with 
these Rules; and the amount allotted to each dependant 
shall be invested, applied, or otherwise dealt with by the 
court for the benefit of the person entitled thereto in 
ee with paragraph 6 of the first schedule to the 

ct. 

(9.) Where any question is settled by the court by arbitration in 
accordance with the last preceding paragrapb, an application for the 
investment or application of any sum allotted to any person on such 
arbitration may be made at or immediately after the uilee of the 
arbitration. 

(10.)—(«.) Where application is not so made, or in any other case 
coming within paragraph 5 of the first schedule to the Act, an 
application for the investment or application of any sum paid into 
court, or of the amount allotted to any person, shall be made in 
court on notice in writing, stating on whose behalf the application is 
made, and the order which the applicant asks, according to the 
form in the Appendix. 

(6.) The notice shall be filed with the registrar, and where the 
application is made by or on behalf some only of the persons 
interested, notice thereof shall be served on all other parties 
interested, or on their solicitors, five clear days at least before the 
hearing of the application, unless the judge or registrar gives leave 
for shorter notice. 

(c.) On the hearing of the application witnesses may be orally 
examined in the same manner as on the hearing of an action, 

(d.) On the hearing of the application the judge may, after making 
or directing such inquiries as to the dependants and on such evidence 
of title and identity as he may think necessary, make such order under 
ea 5 of the first schedule to the Act and this rule as he may 

t. 

(e.) The provisions of the Act and these Rules as to the costs of an 
arbitration shall apply to any such application. 

(11.) An employer paying money into court under this rule shall 
not be liable to any costs incurred by any person interested in such 
money after the receipt of notice of payment into court; but the 
judge may, in his discretion, order such employer to pay the costs of 
any such person properly incurred before the receipt of such notice. 

_ (12.) Every order for the investment or application of money paid 
into court shall reserve liberty to the parties interested to apply to 
the court as they may be advised. 

(13.) Where any sum allotted to any person under paragraph 5 of 
the first schedule to the Act or this rule is ordered to be paid out to 
or applied for the benefit of the person entitled thereto, by weekly 
or other periodical payments, such payments may be made to the 
person entitled to receive the same either at the office of the registrar, 
or, on the written request of such person, by crossed cheque or Post 
Office order addressed to such person and forwarded by registered 
post letter, payment by post being in all cases at the cost and risk 
of the person requesting the same. 


Proceedings where Workman receiving weekly payment intends to cease to 
reside in the United Kingdom. Schedule I., Paragraph 18. 

5, Amendment of Rule 60 and Forms 56, 57, and 58.) Paragraphs 3 
to 7 of Rule 60 of the principal Rules and Forms 56, 57, and 58. are 
hereby annulled, and the following paragraphs and Forms 564, 57a, 
and 584 in the Appendix shall stand in lieu thereof :— 

60.—(3.) The application shall be made on notice in writing, 
according to the form in the Appendix, which shall be filed with the 
registrar, and shall be accompanied by a report of a medical practi- 
tioner selected by the workman, setting out the nature of the 
meapacity alleged to be the result of the injury; and a copy of the 
application and of the report shall be served on the employer or his 
solicitor in accordance with Rule 48; end the applicant shall file 
® copy of the application and of the report for the use of the medical 


(4.) The employer may, on being served with notice of the applica- 


tion, require the workman to submit himself for examiaation bys 
medical practitioner provided and paid by the employer, in accordance 
with paragraph 14 of the first schedule to Act; and if the 
employer requires the workman to submit himself for such examina- 
tion he shall before or at the hearing of the application furnish the 
workman with a copy of the report of that practitioner as to the 
workman’s condition, and file a copy of the report for the use of The 
medical rereree. 

(44.) The workman and the employer respectively may before or at 
the hearing of the application submit to the registrar such statements 
in writing as they may think fit, with copies of such statements for 
the use of the medical referee. 

(5.) On the hearing of the application the registrar, on being 
satisfied that the app t has a bond fide intention of ceasing to 
reside in the United Kingdom, shall make an order referring the 
question to a medical referee; and if he is not so satisfied, he may 
refuse to make an order, but in that case he shall, if so requested by 
the applicant, refer the matter to the judge, who may make such 
order or give such directions as he may think fit. 

(6.) If the registrar or the judge makes an order referring the ques- 
tion to a medical referee, he shall also make an order — the 
workmen to submit himself for examination by the medical referee, 
subject to and in accordance with any regulations made by the Secre- 
tary of State; and the provisions of paragraphs 3 to 6 of Rule 54 shall 
with the n modifications apply. 

(6a.) The registrar shall with the order of reference forward to the 
medical referee copies of any statements submitted to him by either 
party. 

(7.) The medical referee shall forward his certificate in the matter 

to the registrar by registered post, specifying therein the nature of the 

incapacity of the workman resulting from the injury, and whether 

such incapacity is likely to be of a permanent nature ; and the registrar 

shall thereupon proceed in accordance with paragraph 8 of Rule 54. 
[There is an Appendix of Forms. } 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


MACBETH v, NORTH AND SOUTH WALES BANK. 13th and 14th Feb. 
6th March. 


Brit or Excuance—Curque—Forcoep Inporsement—Parer—‘ Ficrrriovs 
Person’’—Payeez Existinc Pexson—Inrention or Daawer—Bi.is or 
Excuanoe Acr, 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. c. 61), s. 7 (3). 


The plaintiff agreed with one White to draw a cheque payable to “‘ Kerr or 
order.”” The cheque was to be given by White to Kerr in exchange for the 
transfer of certam shares. White, instead of doing this, forged the wdorsement 
of Kerr’s name on the cheque, which he then paid into his own account with the 
dfendant bank, who recewed payment for it from the plaintiff's bank. There 
was in fact a person named Kerr, and the plaintiff intended that that person 
should receive payment of the cheque. In an action against the defendant bank to 
recover for the conversion of the cheque. 

Held, that Kerr was not a ‘‘ fictstious person’’ within section 7 (3) of the Bills 
of Exchange Act, 1882, and, therefore, that the defence that the cheque was in the 
circumstances a cheque payable to ‘‘ bearer’’ failed, and the bank were liable to 
make good the loss the plaintiff had sustained. 

Appeal by the defendant bank from an order of the Court of aa 
(reported 1907, K. B. 13), affirming a judgment of Bray, J. (reported 1906, 
2K. B. 718). The plaintiff, James Currie Macbeth, was the manager of 
the local branch of the Clydesdale Bank at Dunfermline. White was the 
managing director of White’s Carriage Co. The latter had an interview 
with the plamtiff, at which he stated that he had arranged to purchase 
from a friend, named T. A. Kerr, 5,000 preference shares in White's 
Carriage Co. The shares stood at £2 5s., and he had secured a sale for 
them at £2 10s. toa syndicate which was buying up carriage businesses 
in and around Liverpool, and he asked the plaintiff to finauce him in the 
transaction. The result of the interview was the handing of a cheque for 
£11,250 to White, drawn by Macbeth, payable to ‘‘T. A. Kerr or order,” 
it being arranged that White should hand the cheque to Kerr against the 
transfer of the shares. Instead of doing this, White forged the indorse- 
ment of T. A. Kerr on the cheque, paid it into his bankers ‘the defendants), 
who received payment of the amount from the plaintiff's bank. There 
was in fact —_—- named Kerr, but he never had any shares in the 
Carriage Co. The fraud having been discovered, Macbeth repudiated the 
transaction, and sued the defendants for conversion of his 
cheque. The defence pleaded was that in the circumstances the payee 
named in the cheque was a ‘* fictitious ” within section 7 (3) of the 
Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, and consequently the cheque was a cheque 
payable to bearer. As no liability existed if vhe bank's contention was 
established, the argument almost entirely turned on this one point. 

Tue House having taken time for consideration, : 

Lord Loresvurn, C., delivered the following judgment: The reasons for 
deciding this case in favour of the plaintiff are stated so pone | in the 
judgments of Bray, J., and of the of Appeal that I need not say 
much in moving your lordships to dismiss the present appeal. The 
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£11,250 in favour of one T. A. Kerr or order. T. A. Kerr was an existing 
person, and when the plaintiff drew the cheque in his favour he intended 
that Kerr or his transferee should receive the money. White obtained the 
cheque, forged Kerr's indorsement, paid the cheque into his own account 
with the defendants, the North and South Wales Bank, and they, on 
presenting it to the plaintiff's bank, received payment. It was not in 
these circumstances disputed that the defendants were liable to the 
plaintiff unless they could shew that the payee of the cheque, T. A. 
Kerr, was a “‘ fictitious’? person within the meaning of the Bills of 
Exchange Act, 1882, s. 7, sub-section 3. I adopt the language of Bray, 
J. ‘*It seems to me,’ says that learned judge, ‘‘that when there is a 
real drawer who has designated an existing person as a payee and intends 
that person should be the payee, it is impossible that the payee can be 
fictitious.”’ If the argument for the appellants were to prevail—namely, 
that the payee was a fictitious person because White (who was himself no 
party to the cheque) did not intend the payee to receive the proceeds of 
the cheque—most serious consequences would ensue. It would follow, as 
it seems to me, that every cheque to order might be treated as a cheque to 
bearer, if the drawer had been deceived, no matter by whom, into 
drawing it. Yet nothing short of this could establish the appellants’ 
contention. As to authorities, I agree with the Court of Appeal in 
thinking that neither Vagliano v. Bank of England (1891, A. C. 107), 
decided in 1891, nor Clutton v. Attenborough (1897, A. C. 90), decided in 
1897, govern the present case. I will not discuss the former of these 
authorities beyond saying that it was not a case in which the drawer 
intended the payee to receive the proceeds of the bill. And in the latter 
authority the payee was a non-existent person whom no one could or did 
mean to be the recipient of the proceeds of the cheque. 

Lords Ronerrson and Coins agreed. The appeal was therefore 
dismissed with costs.—[For counsel and solicitors see end of next report. ] 


IRVINE v. NORTH AND SOUTH WALES BANK. lith Feb.; 
6th March. 


Bit or Excuance—Cueave —Forcen Inporsemenr—Cneque FOR A 
Greatek Amount THAN AcTUALLY Focnpy by Drawer PersonaLty— 
Measvrt or DAMAGES. 

Where a bank is sued for the conversion of a cheque, the property of the plain- 
tiff, or alternatively for a like amount of money had and received for the plaintiff’s 
use, it is no defence to shew that in order to meet the cheque part of the sum had 
been found by a third party and paid into the plaintiff’s account, 


This appeal was heard after that of Macbeth’s, and was from the 
judgment of the same Court of Appeal, affirming the judgment of Bray, J. 
The plaintiff Irvine was the brother-in-law of Macbeth, and he gave a 
cheque to White under the same circumstances as did Macbeth. The 
action was launched against the bank by him to recover £2,300 damages 
(the amount of the cheque) for conversion by the defendants of the cheque, 
or alternatively for a like sum as money had and received by the bank to 
the use of the plaintiff. Cur. adv. rult. 

Lord Lorenvrn, C., in giving judgment, said : In this appeal two points 
were raised by Mr. Isaacs. The first is identical with that raised in the 
case of Macbeth v. North and South Wales Bank, and ought not, in my 
opinion, to prevail for reasons I bave already stated. The second point 
made by the appellants is that, assuming the Court of Appeal to be right 
in giving judgment for the plaintiff, yet the damages ought not to be 
£2,300, but only £120. Irvine, {the plaintiff, was induced by the fraud 
of one White to sign a cheque for £2,300, payable to John Davies or order. 
He intended that Davies, who was a real person well known to all con- 
cerned, should receive the money. White forged Davies’ name and 
procured his bankers, the defendants, the North and South Wales Bank, 
to present it and obtain payment from the plaintiff’s bankers. For this 
the defendants are liable to the full extent of £2,300 unless the following 
additional fact can relieve them in part: White advanced to the plain- 
tiff £2,180 to enable the plaintiff to meet this cheque for £2,300. So 
the plaintiff in fact has only lost, up to the present time, the difference— 
namely, £120. And the defendants urge that he can recover from them 
nothing beyond this actual loss. I do uot think so. I agree with 
Buckley, J., that the whole £2,300 paid to the defendants was paid out of 
Irvine’s money at his own bankers. Where he got that money is 
irrelevant. He may have to account for £2,180 of it to White’s trusteas. 
I do not know whether it will be so or not. It will depend on the rights 
between plaintiff and White’s trustees. But I see nothing that can entitle 
the defendants to stand in the shoes of White’s trustees and claim against 
the plaintiff what, in effect, is a set-off, arising out of an indebtedness of 
the plaintiff, not to themselves, but to White. 

Lords Ronextson and Couiiss concurred. Appeal dismissed, with costs. 
—Counset, in both appeals, Rufus Isaacs, K.C., and Maurice Hill ; 
Horridge, K.C., and Leslie Scott. Soxicirors, Rawle, Johnstone, & Co., for 
Hill, Dickinson, § Co., Liverpool; Walker, Son, § Ficld, for Weightman, 
Pedder, § Co., Liverpool. 

[Reported by Ersxixz Rei, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Court of Appeal. 


FINCH v. BANNISTER. No.1. 16th March. 


Laxp Dratnace Acts—Crieansinc Cnannet or Srream—SrreamM Sittep 
Ur—Damace to Mui—‘“Insury to Any Orner Lanp’’—Lanp 
DrartnaceE Act, 1847 (10 & 11 Vict. c. 38), s. 14. 


submerged it to the height of one foot, thus preventing its working. The respondent 
did nothing actively to prevent the ordinary flow of the water. 

Held, that this was not injury to land within the meaning of section 14 of the 
Land Drainage Act, 1847, and that therefore the appellant could not require the 
respondent to cleanse and scour the channel of the stream, and in default of the 
latter doing so obtain a warrant from justices authorizing him to enter the respon- 
dent’s land and cleanse and scour the channel, and recover the expense thereof from 
the respondent. 

Judgment of the Divisional Court (1908, 1 K. B. 485) affirmed. 


Appeal from the judgment of the Divisional Court (Channell, Bray, and 
Sutton, JJ.) upon a case stated by justices for the county of Sussex, 
under 20 & 21 Vict. c. 43, s. 2, and 42 & 43 Vict. c. 49, s. 33 (reported in 
1908, 1 K. B. 485). Bannister was the owner of a mill which was worked 
by water power derived from a mill pond. The mill pond was fed by a 
stream which passed through Bannister’s land. At the upper end of the 
mill pond there was a weir over which, when the mill pond was full, 
the surplus water passed into the original bed of the stream. Lower 
down the water which had passed over the mill wheel joined the stream, 
and the stream then flowed through and formed the boundary of certain 
land of which Finch was the owner. A quantity of silt was formed in 
the stream where it Finch’s land, which had the effect of baying 
back the water to the mill wheel and submerging it to a height of one 
foot, thus preventing its working. Finch had done nothing actively to 
prevent the flow of the water. Bannister, purporting to act under section 
14 of the Land Drainage Act, 1847, served on Finch a notice in writing 
requiring him effectually to cleanse and scour the channel of the 
stream, and stating that if he neglected to do so within one calendar 
month an application would be made to two justices for a warrant 
to enter Finch’s land and execute the works, and for an order 
for payment of the expenses thereby incurred. Finch having 
neglected to comply with the notice, Bannister preferred a complaint 
before justices against Finch under the Land Drainage Act, 
1847, for having by his neglect to cleanse and scour the channel of the 
stream caused injury to his (Bannister’s) land, namely, the blocking of the 
water-wheel of the mill, thus impeding its working and damaging the 
wheel and machiuery, and asking for a warrant under section 15 of the 
Act to enter Finch’s land and execute the necessary works. The justices 
were of opinion that a mill and mill premises came within the description 
of ‘‘land’’ as legally understood, and that the Act applied, and they made 
the order asked for, but stated a case for the opinion of the court. The 
Divisional Court held that the Act did not apply to injury to a mill, and 
they accordingly quashed the order. Bannister appealed. 

Tne Cover (Lord Atversronz, U.J., and Farwett and Kennepy, L.JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal. They said that the Land Drainage Act, 1847, was 

to improve the drainage of land. It was not necessary to give any 
definition of the meaning of the word land in section 14, but in their 
opinion the words in that section, ‘‘ injury to any other land,”’ caused by 
the neglect to cleanse and scour the channel of a stream, did not mean 
injury to buildings, such as a mill, which had been erected on the land. 
If such an obligation was intended to be imposed upon a landowner, the 
Legislature would have done so in express terms. The Act therefore did 
not apply.—Counset, JJacmorran, K.C., and E. E. Humphrys; Hohler, 
K.C., and Harker. Souicrrors, Biggs, Roche, Sawyer, § Co., for J. C. Buckwell 
§ Co., Brighton ; Mander § Sons, for Hardwick § Blaber, Brighton. 

[Reported by W. F. Bagsy, Barrister-at-Law.! 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


LANDA +. GREENBERG. Eve, J. 26th and 27th Feb.; 3rd, 4th, and 
16th March. 


Name—Nom ve Piume—Newsvarek Prorkieror anp ConTrisutor— 
AvtTHor—RuiGat or ConTRIBUTOR TO THE Pseuponym Invenrep ny Hit 
YOR THE Purpose or His Conrrisutions—Master anp SERVANT— 
Wroncrut DismissaL—ENGaGemMeNtT Reauininc Notice to DererMine 
—ConTRIBUTOR OR DEPARTMENTAL Eprtor. 


G. L. invented a nom de plume by which her contributions to @ newspaper 
were signed and known. The name was also used by her on cards or certificates of 
membership of a league instituted by her for the purposes of the same paper. 

Held, that as against the proprietor of the paper G. L. was entitled to the 
exclusive right to print, publish, and use her nom de plume after her connection 
with the publication had ceased. 

G. L. was engaged by the proprietor to contribute articles to and to perform 
certain editorial and managerial services in connection with a supplement of his 
paper. At a subsequent interview the remuneration for the whole of the services 
was agreed to be a fixed price by column of contributions. 

Held, that the agreement contained an implied term that notice to determine it 
should be given. 


Mrs. Gertrude Landa, the plaintiff, is an authoress and journalist. In 
May, 1906, she agreed with Mr. Israel Davis, the then proprietor of the 
Jewish Chronicle, to supply to that paper a weekly column which would be 
interesting to children. Mr. Davis made some suggestions that the 
children should be encouraged to write to the plaintiff and for children’s 
competitions, but the plaintiff was left to exercise her discretion. She 
contributed the weekly column under the title ‘‘ The Children’s Cornet, 
Conducted by Aunt Naomi,” having selected both the title and pseudonym, 
In September, 1906, the plaintiff inaugurated a ‘‘ Young Israel ”’ Children’s 
League in connection with the column. Children enrolling themselves 
received a card or certificate which referred to the ‘‘ Children’s Cornet, 
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the paper, and decided to issue a weekly supplement, ‘“‘ Young Israel,” in | 
substitution for the ‘‘ Children’s Corner ’’ column, which he discontinued. 
He had two interviews with the plaintiff, in which the plaintiff was asked to 
do the work in connection with the supplement as an editress and manager, 
and she continued to contribute to the supplement under “‘ Aunt Naomi’s 
Chat.’’ In an early issue the plaintiff headed the supplement by the 
words ‘‘ Edited by Aunt Naomi,’’ but this was omitted by the defendant 
as undesirable in his view. In July the plaintiff published a story in the 
Daily News under the name of ‘‘ Gertrude Landa (Aunt Naomi).’’ The 
defendant objected to the use of this pseudonym on the ground that it 
was specially used for the ‘‘ Young Israel ’’ publication, and, treating the 
matter as a breach of contract, terminated the agreement with the plaintiff. 
She asserted her right to the pseudonym, and requested the defendant to 
withdraw it from his publications. On the 22nd of July he gave instruc- 
tions that no more cards of membership of the Children’s League bearing 
the name ‘‘ Aunt Naomi”’ should be sent out. It appeared, however, that 
a number of coupons or cards out of the papers published while the plaintiff 
was still editress were in the office, and one of these was obtained by the 
plaintiff in answer to an application for membership instituted on her behalf 
after her agreement with the defendant was ended. At the trial evidence was 
given by experienced journalists as to whether the plaintiff was only a con- 
tributor or under an agreement in which reasonable notice to determine 
her services would be implied. It seemed agreed that the plaintiff was a 
departmental editress or quasi-editress, but none of the witnesses could 
instance a case where a person paid by the column had claimed a right to 
notice terminating the employment. 

Eve, J., in the course of a written judgment, said that the plaintiff 
claimed (a) a declaration that, as against the defendant, the right to print, 
publish, and use the nom de plume of Aunt Naomi for all purposes belonged 
to her, and an injunction ; and (4) damages for wrongful dismissal. After 
referring to the facts the learned judge said that after the plaintiff’s dis- 
missal cards bearing her name continued to be sent out, although, perhaps, 
without the defendant’s knowledge and against his instructions, and this 
gave the plaintiff a good cause of action. The name constituted part of 
her stock-in-trade as a writer, and the cards had been used in a way calcu- 
lated to lead people to believe that the Children’s League was still being 
conducted by her. The learned judge was not dealing with an alleged 
misuse of Mrs. Landa’s name as a private individual, but as an authoress 
and journalist, a state of things to which entirely different rules applied. 
‘The name in such a connection constituted part of the owner’s stock-in- 
trade, and its use without his or her authority might be the cause of 
grievious harm and pecuniary loss. At the date of the writ the plaintiff 
was entitled to the injunction asked for byher. At the trial the defendant 
disclaimed any intention to use the name either in connection with the 
paper or the league cards. An injunction was therefore not necessary, 
put the plaintiff was entitled to the declaration. As to the claim 
for wrongful dismissal, it was admitted that while Mr. Israel Davis 
was proprietor, the plaintiff was a contributor only, and that upon change 
of proprietorship no further express contract was entered into by her. It 
was said that pay was the highest criterion for determining the nature of 
the employment. It was obvious that the plaintiff’s position was 
essentially different from that of a mere contributor ; the engagement by 
the defendant involved the performance of editorial and managerial 
functions altogether outside the scope of an ordinary contributor. The 
evidence shewed that in an agreement of services of the kind referred to 
there was implied a term as to notice unless the mode of payment negatived 
the implication. The plaintiff's position was defined at the first interview 
with the defendant, and it was only at a subsequent interview that the 
remuneration was agreed according to the length of her contributions 
and asasalary. If notice was a term of the agreement, it was admitted 
that three months’ notice would be reasonable, and on that assumption £30 
would be the proper sum to award as damages, taking into account the 
umount that the plaintiff must have earned within the period. The 
defendant would pay the costs of the action.—CounsrL, P. 0. Lawrence, 
K.C., and F. Hinds ; Jessel, K.C., and R. Rowlands. Soxricrrons, Metcalfe § 
Sharpe ; Lloyd-George, Roberts, § Co. 


(Reported by A. 8. Orrn, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
REEVES v. GRAINGER AND OTHERS. Gorell Barnes, P. 9th March. 
PropaATE—WILL—ACKNOWLEDGMENT BY TexsTATOR or SiGNAruRE—WILLs 
. Act, 1837 (1 Vicr. c. 26), s. 9. 

The provisions of section 9 of the Wells Act, 1837, which provides that it is 
necessary that a will ‘‘ shall be signed at the foot or end thereof by the testator, 
or by some other person in his presence and by his direction,’’ must be strictly 
complied with. 

Probate action arising out of the testamentary dispositions of the late 
John Reeves, of Wolstanton, Staffordshire, who died on the 13th of 
February, 1907. Mrs. Ellen Reeves, widow and plaintiff, as executrix 
propounded a will dated ‘‘the day of 1892.”” The eldest son, 
John Reeves, one of the defendants, as heir-at-law and one of the next-of- 


kin, pleaded that the provisions of the Wills Act, 1837, had not been 
complied with, and claimed an intestacy. From the evidence it appeared 





dead, and gave that gentleman’s clerk instructions for the drawing of a 


will. This document was duly attested by two witnesses, and on the face 
of it the testator’s name appeared written in pencil, and also those of the 
two witnesses. It was proved that the testator could neither read nor 
write, and it was also pleaded by the defendant that the name in pencil 
had never been written by the direction of the testator, and acknowledged 
by him as required by the statute. It was stated by the sojjcitor’s 
clerk that in his opinion the pencil name had been written in in order to 
indicate where the deceased should sign. On behalf of the plaintiff it 
was submitted that the presumption in law was Omnia presumuntur rite 
esse acta; reference also being made to Gaze v. Gaze (3 Curt. 451) and Jn 
the Goods of Rees (34 L. J. 56). For the defendant it was contended that 
even if the document had been duly attested, and the testator had acknow- 
ledged the pencil signature as his, it would not be sufficient to comply 
with section 9 of the Wills Act, 1837, for it was clear that the document 
had neither been signed by the testator nor ‘‘ by some other person in 
his presence and by his direction.” 

Gonett Barnes, P., in the course of his judgment, said that the will 
contained a regular attestation clause, and had been duly signed by two 
witnesses in the presence of the deceased gentleman. The defence had 
raised two points : (1) That the signature on the will had not been acknow- 
ledged by the deceased in the presence of the attesting witnesses; (2) 
that the pencil signature had not been written by the deceased nor by 
some other person in his presence ‘‘ and ’’ by his direction. In his opinion 
the evidence clearly proved that the will had been duly attested, but a 
more serious difficulty was raised by the second point. It was n 
to construe strictly section 9 of the Wills Act, and it was evident that the 
testator had never signed the will himself, as he could neither read nor 
write. In some cases there was a presumption that the will had been duly 
executed, but in the present one the evidence had rebutted that presump- 
tion. It seemed clear that, when the will was handed over by the solicitor’s 
clerk, the day and month were in blank, although the year had been filled 
in, and that the pencil name was merely written in as an indication to the 
testator as to where he should sign. ‘That the solicitor’s clerk was unaware 
that the testator could neither read nor write was shewn by the form of the 
attestation clause. The signature had never been put on the document by 
the direction of the deceased and in his presence, and consequently could 
never bave been subsequently acknowledged by him. The will would be 
pronounced against. ‘Ihe costs would come out of the estate.—CounseL, 
Le Bas; W. O. Willis. Soxicrrors, James, Mellor, & Coleman, for 8. Till, 
Newcastle-under-Lyme ; Gedge, Fiske, & Gedge, for Eley, Newcastle-under- 
Lyme. 

" [Reported by Dicsy Corzs-Paeepy, Barrister-at-Law. | 








Societies. 
The Selden Society. 


The following is the annual report for the year 1907 : 

4{1. Notwithstanding losses by death and resignation, the number of 
members slightly increases, and in 1907 reached 339. 

2. Volume XXII, for 1907, is the fourth volume of the “‘ Year .Books 
of Edward II.,’”’ edited by the late Professor Maitland and Mr. G. J. 
Turner. The text and translation are the work of Professor Maitland 
himself, who had revised the first proof in his lifetime. Mr. Turner has 
seen this through the press, added farther notes from the records, com- 
piled the indexes, and written the introduction. The council regret that 
the volume is not quite ready for issue; but they trust that it will very 
shortly be in the hands of members. 

3. The volume for 1908 will be a volume on ‘‘ The Law Merchant in the 
Fair Courts and other Local Courts,’’ edited by Professor Gross. 

Provisional arrangements (subject to contingencies) have been made 
for the following publications in subsequent years—viz., ‘‘ Select Pro- 
ceedings in the Star Chamber,” Vol. Il., other volumes of the ‘‘ Year 
Books,” ‘‘ The Law Merchant in the King’s Courts,”’ “‘ Select Charters of 
Trading Companies ” and ‘* The Old County Court.’’ 

4, The period of Lord Collins’ office as vice-president has expired. 
The council have nominated in his place Sir H. H. Cozens-Hardy, 
of the Rolls, who has kindly consented to accept the office. The council 
desire to record their gratitude to Lord Collins for his services as vice- 
president during the last three years. 

5. Under the rules the following members of the council retire by 
rotation—namely, Mr. Atkinson, Mr. Carter, Mr. Justice Channell, 
Professor Vinogradoff, and Mr. Cyprian Williams. No nomination has 
been received under rule 7 (a2). Mr. Carter and Mr. Justice Channell 
desire to retire. 

The Council have nominated for election Mr. Atkinson, Professor 
Courtney 8. Kenny, Professor Vinogradoff, Mr. Justice ,Warrington, and 
Mr. Cyprian Williams. 

6. A casual vacancy in the council has occurred through the resignation 
of Sir Alfred Wills. This has been filled by the appointment of Mr. R. F. 
Norton, K.C. 

7. The Jewish Historical Society of England announce that the Second 
Volume of the Calendar of Plea Rolls of the Exchequer of Jews, edited 
bp Mr. J. M. Rigg, will shortly be issued. Members of the Selden 
Society who subscribed for the first volume are, under the arrangement 
between the two societies, entitled to have the second volume on pa: 
of five shillings. The hon, secre’ of the Jewish Historical 
will in due course communicate with the subscribers to the first volume. 

8. An abstract of the accounts, with the report of the auditors, is 
annexed. 
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The Herefordshire Incorporated Law Society. 


The annual general meeting of this society was held at the Law 
Institution, on Monday, the 2nd of March, 1908, when there were present : 
Mr. OC. E. Lilley (vice-president), Messrs. H. C. Beddoe, Collins, Earle, 
D. Allen, W. T. Carless, Wallis, J. Lambe, Steel, Watson, and J. R. 
Symonds (hon. sec.). 

Mad minutes of the last general meeting were read, confirmed, and 
signed. 

The report of the committee for the past year, with statement of 
accounts, were received and adopted. 

It was resolved on the motion of Mr. H. C. Beddoe, seconded by Mr. 
E. L. Wallis, ‘* That Mr. OC. E. Lilley be elected president for the ensuing 
year. 

It was resolved on the motion of Mr. J. R. Symonds, seconded by Mr. 
Collins, ‘‘ That a cordial vote of thanks be accorded to Mr. A. J. Corner 
for his services as president during the year.”’ 

It was resolved on the motion cf Mr. H. C. Beddoe, seconded by Mr. 
PD. Allen, ‘‘ That Mr. M. J. G@. Scobie be elected vice-president for the 
ensuing year.”’ 

The following were elected as the committee :—Mesars. H. C. Beddoe, 
J. Gwynne James, W. J. Humfrys, H. V. Vaughan, F. 8. Collins, A. J. 
Corner, E. L. Wallis, D. Allen, E. P. Lloyd, and D. CO. Delfosse. 

Mr. J. R. Symonds was elected hon. secretary and treasurer. 

Mr. E. A. Capel, Hereford, was elected a member of the society. 

The following are extracts from the report of the committee : 

Members.— The committee regret to have to report the death of Mr. Sam 
Farmer, an old and respected member of the profession, who had been a 
member of the society since its formation, and of Mr. Edwin Stephens, an 
active member of the society taking a keen interest in its proceedings, 
whose loss will be felt on this account. The number of members at the 
commencement of this year was 66, as compared with 65 in the previous 


year. 

Conditions of Sale.—As mentioned in the report of last year the question 
of amending Common Form Condition No. 20 so as to make it apply to 
the custody of title deeds relating to personal property as well as real 
estate will be considered before the forms are reprinted, and in the mean- 
time the attention of members is called to the matter so that provision 
may be made to meet any case likely to arise. 

Points in Conveyancing Practice.—The opinion of the committee has been 
asked as to whether it is usual or proper practice for a vendor's solicitor 
to require a fee to be paid by a purchaser before indorsing a memorandum 
upon title deeds retained by the vendor. The committee consider that the 
proper course is for the veridor’s solicitor to indorse such memorandum 
without any fee from the purchaser. 

Costs of Leases. —The Law Society have called attention to the opinion of 
the Council, vol. 132, p. 42, of Practice and Usage in the Solicitor’s 
Profession, and inquire whether any special custom exists in this district, 
and the committee have sent them a copy of their resolution of April, 
1888, which is as follows: ‘‘ That the committee considers that, in the 
absence of any stipulations to the contrary, it is the universally recognized 
ag me in this part of the country for the costs of the lessor’s solicitor to 

divided equally between lessor and lessee, and the lessee pays his own 
solicitor in addition, if he employs one.”” This view was recognized by 
the judge of the Hereford County Court as an established custom in the 
case of Higley v. Reynolds, 10th of April, 1894, reported in Soxicrroxs’ 
JouRNAL, vol. 38, p. 401. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srupents’ Denatinc Soctery.—March 10.—Chairman, Mr. C. P. 
Blackwell.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That the case of Re Dickin and 
Kelsall’s Contract (1908, 1 Ch. 213) was wrongly decided.”” Mr. Kenneth 
E. Bartlett opened in the affirmative, Mr. Handley seconded in the 
affirmative ; Mr. Cyril 8. Beachcroft opened in the negative, Mr. C. 8. 
Krauss seconded in the negative. The following members also spoke : 
| a = agg Adams, Pleadwell, and Cornock. The motion was lost by 

ve voles. 


Breuincnam Law Srvupents’ Socirry.—March 17.—Mr. J. G. Hurst, 
barrister-at-law, in the chair.—The following moot point was debated : 
‘*A., the owner of a farm, Whiteacre, leases the farm to B., reserving 
(subject to the provisions of the Ground Game Act, 1880) all sporting 
rights. A. then leases the sporting rights to C, C., while out shooting 
over the farm, sees two dogs chasing a rabbit, and reasonably assuming 
that they would kill it, he shot them. The dogs, which lelonged to B., 
were not accompanied by their owner. Has B. any right of action against 
C. in respect of the loss of the dogs?’’ The debate was opened on the 
affirmative by Mr. H. V. Argyle, and on the negative by Mr. T. H. 
Bethell ; the following members also spoke: Messrs. R. R. O. Yates, C. H. 
Morgan, M. I. Clutterbuck, H. E. Swallow, H. D. D. Price, T. R. Owens, 
E. H. Clutterbuck, and P. T. Currie. After the openers had replied, the 
chairman summed up and then put the question to the meeting, the voting 
resulting in the affirmative by a large majority. A hearty vote of thanks 
to the chairman concluded the proceedings. 








A Bill stated to be to consolidate the law relating to tr usts was read a 
second time in the House of Commons on the 11th inst., ; md was referred 
to a Select Committee. 





Companies. 


British Law Fire. 
ANNUAL MEETING. 


The annual general meeting of the British Law Fire Insurance Co. was 
held on Friday, the 13th inst., at the Cannon-street Hotel, Mr. Wi11t1am 
Map tes, the chairman, presiding. 

Mr. H. Fosrer Curter, manager and secretary, having read the notice 
convening the meeting, 

The Cuareman, in moving the adoption of the report and balance-sheet, 
congratulated the meeting that it was very satisfactory. The year had 
been made memorable in the history of the company by the establishment, 
of records in respect of the amount of premium income, the low loss ratio, 
and the increase of funds. The first item on the balance-sheet was that of 
‘*investments,’’ which stood at £360,222 2s. 6d., a very much larger figure 
than in the preceding year. A substantial amount had been written off 
for depreciation. Since the commencement of the year there had been a 
considerable advance in the gilt-edged securities, and the difference between 
the book value and the actual value of the company’s assets might be 
considered a temporary depreciation which in a few years would disappear. 
The whole of the investments were in first-rate securities. The reserve 
fund had been increased from £96,000 to £231,406 by the addition of the 
premiums on the issue of the new shares, which was highly satisfactory, 
because it compared so favourably with the premiumincome. The reserve 
was double the premium income, a larger proportion than that of many other 
fire insurance companies. ‘The net fire losses were £22,658 19s. 1d., which 
was a very small amount, being a ratio of 24°5 on the premium income, as 
compared with 39-3 in the previous year, and considerably below the average 
of fire insurance offices. The company had never done any business 
abroad, but by restricting their operations to England, and also to the better 
class of risks, the loss ratio had been kept down to this very small limit. 
They had no intention of ever going out of the United Kingdom. They 
were an English office pure and simple, and this he considered one of the 
most attractive features of the company. The general management 
expenses were £13,232 12s. 2d.,a large item, but one which was absolutely 
necessary in order to compete with other offices. The board proposed to 
pay a dividend of 16 per cent., and he thought he could safely say the 
same dividend would be paid next year. They were very much indebted 
to the staff, who had worked most loyally. 

The motion having been carried unanimously, the retiring directors, 
Messrs. A. G. Beale, J. G. Bristow, R. J. Bowerman, W. Hitchins, R. O. 
Nesbitt, W. P. Norton, and G. L. Whately, were re-elected. 

On the motion of the Carman a resolution was passed authorising the 
directors to undertake accident, employers’ liability, and burglary 
insurance business, and the proceedings closed with a vote of thanks to the 
chairman, the board, and the staff. 








Obituary. 


Mr. C. H. Scott. 


The funeral took place at Norwood Cemetery, on Saturday, the 14th inst., 
of Mr. Charles Henderson Scott, who died on the Tuesday previous after a 
very short illness. Mr. Scott, who was over eighty years of age, was the 
son of a Scotch banker, and Writer to the Signet, and was born at Langholm, 
Dumfriesshire. With his father he came to England to reside as a child, 
and for considerably more than fifty years was connected with the Morning 
Post. He was called to the bar in 1874 at the Middle Temple, and for a 
time practised on the South-Eastern Circuit and at the Surrey (now South 
London) Sessions. He was a joint author with Mr. C. Marsh Denison and his 
eldest son, Mr. C. Douglas Scott, of a work on Appeals to the House of Lords. 
In his early days Mr. Scott mainly devoted himself to reporting for the 
London Press cases heard at the Exchequer Court at Westminster, and 
when the present Law Courts in the Strand were opened, established a strong 
staff there, and stpplied for some years every London morning newspaper, 
except the Zimes, with cases heard in the King’s Bench Division, and 
subsequently extended his staff to the Chancery Division and the House of 
Lords. With Mr. Warren, of the Morning Post, he founded the Newspaper 
Press Fund, and remained an active member of its council down to within 
a short time ago, when he was elected vice-president. He also originated 
and started the Middle Temple Common Room, of which he remained the 
secretary until it was taken over by the benchers. Subsequently he was 
elected an auditor and referee of his inn, and continued to hold those 
appointments down to the time of his death. Mr. Scott was a typical 
example of a Scot. He had all the Scotch characteristic shrewdness 
in business sense of honesty, aud reluctance to incur what appeared to 
him an unnecessary expense ; but he was a true friend, and no one in dis- 
tress asked his assistance in vain. A capital after-dinner speaker, his 
conversation was full of anecdotes about celebrities he had met in his early 
reporting days. Nothing did he love better than a chat about stirring 
events within his recollection which happened in the early Victorian era. 
He was married twice, and leaves a widow and three sons, two of whom are 
members of the bar. 








The annual meeting of the Selden Society will be held on Wednesday 
next, the 25th of March, in the Council Room, Lincoln’s-inn Hall, at 4.30 
p-m., when Sir Robert Romer, G.C.B., the president, will deliver an 
address. 
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Legal News. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Tromas Pratr and Writtam Henry Hazarp, solicitors (Hazard & Pratt), 
Harleston, Norfolk. Dec. 31. Such business will be carried on in future 
by the said William Henry Hazard. (Gazette, March 13. 


Information Required. 


Onartes Henry Monro.—Any one having in their possession a Will of 
a later date than the 27th of February, 1905, of the late Charles Henry 
Monro, of Hadley Wood, Barnet, No. 7, Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s-inn, 
and Caius College, Cambridge, who died on the 23rd of February last, or 
knowing where such Will is to be found, or having witnessed such a Will, 
or having in their possession any other documents affecting the deceased’s 
estate, is requested to communicate with Messrs, Slack, Monro, & 
Atkinson, of 31, Queen Victoria-street, London, E.C. 


General. 


Pickford and Coleridge, JJ., have fixed the following commission days 
for the Spring Assizes on the Northern Circuit: Manchester, Tuesday, 
April 21; Liverpool, Thursday, May 7. 

Mr. W. J. Stewart, the Liverpool stipendiary magistrate, was presented 
on Wednesday in last week with an illuminated address, signed by all the 
members of the legal profession in Liverpool. 


Sir Samuel Johnson, Town Clerk of Nottingham, is stated to be lying 
seriously ill from influenza and bronchitis, His son, Mr. Arthur P. 
Johnson, the Town Clerk of Hampstead, paid a visit to his father last 
Saturday. He also fell a victim to influenza, and is now confined to bed 
at his father’s residence. 

Mr. Justice Bigham, in charging the grand jury at Birmingham Assizes, 
according to the Hvening Standard, said there was going to be in a few 
weeks a great change in the administration of the law—namely, the Court 
of Criminal Appeal. Many of them, he said, including the whole body of 
judges, had entertained grave doubts as to whether that law would be a 

neficial one, or whether the mischief which it might do was not likely to 
be far more serious than the benefits which it might confer. 

The Home Office has published, says the Evening Standard, the draft 
rules which Mr. Herbert Gladstone proposes to make under the Prison Act, 
1898, and the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, for the treatment and custody 
of appellants not admitted to bail. The appellant is, as far as possible, to 
be kept apart from other classes of prisoners. If, when in custody, 
it is necessary for him, for any purpose, to be taken from prison, he 
must be kept in the custody of prison officers, but is to wear his own 
clothing, or clothing different from prison dress. When in prison 
the appellant is to wear a prison dress of a different colour from that 
worn > other convicted prisoners. He will not be required to sleep 
without a mattress, except in case of misconduct, and will be employed at 
work of an industrial or manufacturing nature. If released after his 
appeal an allowance on account of his earnings, if any, will be paid to him. 
Due provision is to be made for the admission, at proper times and under 
proper restrictions, of persons with whom an appellant desires to com- 
municate regarding his case, care being taken that, so far as is consistent 
with the interests of justice, prisoners shall see their legal advisers alone, 
and any confidential written communication prepared for his counsel or 
solicitor may be delivered without being previously examined by an officer 
of the prison. Apart from these exceptions an appellant will be subject 
to the general prison rules. 

An important and novel point under the Workmen’s Compensation Act 
was heard by Judge Rentoul, K.O., says the Times, in the City of London 
Court. A market porter, named William Fairweather, had been awarded 
to receive 13s. a week from his employers, Messrs. Gilbert & Co., potato 
merchants, Botolph-lane, because he met with an accident in going down 
Botolph-lane with a sack of potatoes on his shoulder on his way to a cart. 
He slipped and hurt his right knee-cap. He had had the compensation 
for thirteen months, and Mr. A. E. Nelson, counsel for the employers, 
now applied to set aside the award on the ground that, if Fairweather 
would undergo a slight surgical operation, involving the removal of a loose 
internal semilunar cartilage, he would be a perfectly sound man and able to 
resume his former work. In Scotland, counsel said, the law held that if a sur- 
gical operation could cure a man, he must undergoit. In England, however, 
the matter had never been definitely settled one way or the other, and it 
was important that it should be determined. Judge Rentoul said that all 
the medical evidence called on both sides was strongly in favour of the 
workman’s undergoing the operation, and he thought, as a reasonable 
man, he ought to submit to it. But, having regard to the importance of 
the point, he would not go the length of saying Fairweather was bound to 
do so, or of ordering, alternatively, the man to lose his 13s. per week until 
the matter had first been submitted to the Court of Appeal. 

The Hon. J. B. Wall, Judge of the Sixth Judicial Circuit of the State of 
Florida, sends to the Central Law Journal the following story: When I 
attended the second term of court after my admission to the bar, I was 
employed by one David Thompson to assist in the prosecution of a young 
man beach Elias Louis, indicted for maliciously killing Thompson’s hog. 
I started in with all the confidence of a green hand. With Thompson’s 
testimony I made out an overwhelming case against Louis, but the case 
hinged entirely on his evidence, The attorneys for the defendant made 





a vicious assault on Thompson’s reputation for veracity, and I told my 
client it would be ym Ay bolster up his reputation, and sent him out 
to look for witnesses for that purpose. Thompson returned to the court 
room with the information that he could only find one witness, a neighbour 
of his, named Stone, but that he was all right. Relying on Thompson’s 
assurance, I placed Stone on the stand, and propounded to him the usual 
questions as to his acquaintance with Thompson, and knowledge-of his 
reputation for veracity, which being answered satisfactorily, I said: ‘* Mr. 
Stone, from your knowledge of Mr. by eng er reputation for truth and 
veracity in the community in which he lives, would you believe him on 
oath?’’ You can imagine my feelings when, after a moment's hesitation, 
the reply came: ‘‘ Well, squire, I would. I am bound to believe any man 
on oath, but I expect that Iam the only man in this county whoi knows 
Dave Thompson who would believe his oath.”’ 


In the House of Commons on Tuesday, on the report of the vote ofa 
supplementary sum of £1,870 for salaries and expenses of the office of the 
Public Trustee, Sir F. Banbury wished to know how this new department 
was working, Would supplementary sums be uired every year, or 
would the fees received be sufficient? It was not desirable that the fee 
charged should be so large as to prevent poor people taking advantage of the 
services of the Public Trustee. Was it the intention of the Treasury that 
a profit should be made out of the office? The Attorney-General said one 
reason why the fees appearing on the Estimates were so small was that the 
Act only came into operation on January1. He believed it was the desire of 
the Treasury, certainly it was the desire of the promoters of the Act, not to 
make the fees profit bearing. On thecontrary, he yo the apprehension 
was that a loss might occasionally result from some of the provisions, one of 
which ruled that no estate should be refused by reason ofitssmallness. He 
believed there had been considerable anxiety to fix the fees as low as 
possible ; they were fixed by rule, and as little discretion as possible was 
left in the matter to those who administered the Department. He had no 
direct connection with the tment, but he understood that it had 
been busily engaged during the short time it had been at work, and it 
appeared to have given satisfaction. Mr. G. D. Faber asked whether 
branch offices had been established in the country. He feared that there 
would be a great tendency for all the money to come to London, and the 
country would thereby suffer. Hesuggested that the bankers employed by the 
testator should as far as possible be employed by the Public Trustee. Mr. Fell 
said that if the institution was to be useful the scale of fees must certainly be 
very moderate. In that way the greater amount of business that would be 
secured might counterbalance the smallness of the fees. He believed that 
in some of the Colonies it had been possible to make the fees very 
moderate indeed. The Attorney-General said that at present the office of 
the Public Trustee was working under considerable pressure. Therefore 
further advertisement was not needed; but when it was needed the Post 
Office would be used for the purpose. The office possessed powers to 
establish branches ; and, moreover, as one of the objects of the office was 
to localize business, so far as it was possible to do so, consistently with 
economy and efficiency, there should be no difficulty in opening branches 
at least in the great provincial centres. It was also the desire of the 
office to keep the fees low, so that all classes, and em the poorer, 
might have their trust estates administered at little cost. ‘he resolution 
was agreed to. 

In the case of Worsley v. George, tried at the recent Chester Assizes 
before Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence and a special jury, the plaintiff sought 
to establish a will made on the 22nd of January, 1907, by the late 
Mr. Oliver George, who was a well-known solicitor practising in North 
Wales, and who up to his death on the 13th of April, 1907, was Registrar 
of the Rbyl and St. Asaph County Court District, and Magistrates’ Clerk 
for Rhyl, Prestatyn, St. Asaph, Abergele and Oolwyn Bay Petty 
Sessional Divisions. Mr. George, who was sixty-seven years of age, was 
a widower without children, and the plaintiff had for eight years acted as 
his housekeeper, and by the will in question (a holograph will) he left 
her his house and furniture, and after leaving various legacies 
to his relatives (including £500 to his brother Edward), clerks 


servants, 
he left the residue to his nieces—children of a deceased sister. The 


defendant, Mr. Edward George, opposed the will and alle that since 
July, 1905, the testator had been mentally incompetent, and set up a will 
made in 1902. It appeared from the evidence that the d had a 
slight stroke in 1902, and in June, 1904, a cerebral hemorrhage which 
somewhat affected his speech, and that latterly he had difficulty in 
walking. It was alleged on behalf of the defendant that between 1905 and 
February, 1907, the deceased made a will or codicil every six weeks, 
and that from June, 1905, he was suff from softening of the 
brain, and that he made wills mechanically. Evidence was given by the 
plaintiff as to the number of wills actually made by the testator and as to 
his mental clearness, and this was supported by the evidence of His 
Honour Judge Moss (under whom the testator acted as registrar), by the 
deceased’s medical attendant, and by doctors from Bath and Cheltenham 
whom the deceased had consulted while on visits to those towns in 1905 
and 1906; and by many other apes Evidence in support of the 
defendant's allegations was given by a medical man who was a client of 
the deceased and attended at his office on the 17th of January, 1907, for 
the purpose of settling a client's trust accounts, and who described him as 
helpless and incoherent, by a doctor who had attended him before 1899 
and by other persons. The jury found that the deceased was of sound 
mind when the will of 1907 was executed, and judgment was given for 
the plaintiff, and the defendant’s application for costs out of the estate 
was refused, and he was ordered to pay the plaintiff's costs, to be taxed. 
Mr. Abel Thomas, K.C., and Mr. Ralp Bauks, cted by Whitley & 
Co., solicitors, Liverpool, appeared for the plaintiff; and Mr. Artemus 
Jones, instructed by Ayrton, Biscoe, & Co., solicitors, London, 

for the defendant. 
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Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
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Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, March 13. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep 1m CHANOERY. 

Baitrsn Tonacco Co (Sovrm Arrica), Limitep —Creditors are required, on or before April 
20, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Joseph Hood, Cecil chmbrs, 86, Strand, liquidator 

Buayssipe’s Patent Box Co, Lintrep—Petn for winding up, presented March 11, directed 
to be heard on March 24. Wake & Wild, Barbican, solors for petners. Notice of 
cppeariog must reach the above named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

rch 23 


Emrrar Broscorr Co, Linirep—Creditors are required, on or before April 20, to send their 
pames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Joseph Hood, Cecil 
chmbrs, 86, Strand, liquidator 

Gronoe Lavine & Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before April 24, to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to William Henry 
Harlow, 13, Parliament st, Nottingham. Acton & Marriott, Nottingham, solors for 
liquidator 

Hiosrixip Leicn, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before April 25, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Whiteley 
Smilea, Norfolk House, Laurence Pountney hill. Arnold, Old Jewry, solor to liquidator 

H. J. West & Co, Linitep—Petn for winding up, presented March 9, directed to be 
heard March 24 hite & Leonard, Bank bldgs, solors for petners. Notice of appearing 

must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of March 23 

Ints Cars, Limirrep—Petn for winding up, presented March 9, directed to be heard 

ch 24. McKenna & Co, New Bond st, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than’6 o’clock in the afternoon of March 23 

J. McVouca.t-Suitu, Linttep—Petn for winding up, presented March 9, directed to be 
heard at the Court House, Government bldgs, Victoria st, March 27, at 10. Jones & 
Sephton, Liverpool, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above- 
named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of March 26 

Joun Moors Lonpos, Lourev—Creditors are required, on or before April 30, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Leach 
Jackson, 51, North John st, Liverpool. Barnes, solor for liquidator 

Niavawa Manvractrurine Co, Limiteo- Creditors are required, on or before April 21, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Oswald 
James Nichol], Beechmount, 8t Bernard’s rd, Olton, Warwick. 
ham, solors for liquidator 

Noewion Paiyters, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented March 11, directed to be 
heard at the Shirehall, Norwich, March 25, at 11. ‘Tarry & Co., Serjeants’ inn, for 
Blyth, Norwich, sulors for petners, Notice of appearing must reach the above-named 
not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of March 24 

Owen (Hasiex) Litrrep—Petn for winding up, presented March 9, directed to be heard 
at Hanley, April 29, at 10. Glover, Liverpool, solor, Notice of appearing must reach 
the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of April 23 

Bispox, Locke, & Co, Liurrep—Petn for winding up, presented March 11, directed to be 
heard March 24. Toomer, Walbrook, solor for petner. Notice of appearing must reach 
the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of March 23 

Sourn Dorma Tin Mises, Linitey ~—Creditors are required, on or before April 5, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Uharles Acton 

» 1 bldgs, Copthall av, liquidator 

Swanesa Carica Co, Limirep (in Votuntary Liguipatiox)—Creditors are required, 
on or before April 2, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Sidney Hiles Buckland, Arcade chmbrs, Goat st, Swansea, liquidator 

Usitep States Power Syxvicatr, Linirep—Creditors are required, on or before April 18, 
to in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Thomas Ernest Shuttleworth, Royal Insurance bidgs, Church +t, sheffield, liquidator 

Wasa Nortnern Counties Bittrostina axp Apverrisine Co, Limrrep—Petn for 

inding up, presented March 4, directed to be heard at the Shirehall, Shrewsbury, 
April 6, tt & Morris, Shrewsbury, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of April 5 


London Gasette.—Turspay, March 17. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limirep 1s CHancery, 


Pepper & Co, Birming- 


Arngicas Frernoips, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before June 15, to send their 
names and ad , and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Harry 
Everett, 25a, Old Broad st. liquidator 

Baugssiey anv District Rapicat anp Linerat Cive, Linrep (1s Votusrary Liguipa- 
TIox) —Creditors are required, on or before April 22, to send their names and addresses, 
tee particulars of their debts or claims, to W. Grayson, 13, Regent st, Barnsley, 

u 


Cuvguitamso Gotp Mixes, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before April 30. to send 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 8, G. Bruff, 
155, house, London wall, liquidator 

H.A. Syxpicate, Limitep (62, London wall)—Creditors are required. on or before 
April 30, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 

to H. Crewdson Howard and G. Ensor Mount, 70a, Basinghall st, liquidators 
Huxcanias Devetormest axp Mixtxc Co, Limirep (1x Votunrary Liguipatton) - 
Creditors are required, on or before April 30, to send their names and addresses, and the 
iculars of their debts or claims, to Walter Francis Scott Armstrong, 34, Old Broad st, 


or 
Joxss & Goopwis, Limrren—Creditors are required, on or before April 10, to send their 
pames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edgar Chambers, 
17 and 18, Bank bidgs, Skinner st, Newport, Mon, liquidator 


Nueva Szcovia Gotp Miyes, Limrrep (1x Liqguipatios)—Creditors are uired, on or 
before April 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debta or 
claims, to George Beverley, ‘hancery In Station chmbers, 31-33, High Holborn, liquidator 

Recorpers, Liwitep (In Votuntary Liguipation)—Creditors are rejuired to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James Alexander 
Hill Macnair, 206, Gresham House, Old Broad st, liquidator 

Roc Sree. Castixes Co, Limirep - Credit are I ired, on or before May 2, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William T 
Smedley, 11, Hart st, Bloomsbury. Broad & Co, Gt Winchester st, solors for liquidator 











The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 


March 23,—Mr. Wa. Hovanron, at the Mart, at 2: Six Long Leasehold Residences (see 
advertisement, back page, this week). 

March 25.—Messrs, Taurcoop & Marty, at the Mart, at 2: Long Leasehold Town 
Houses and Freehold Factories (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

March 26.—Messrs. Farrrroture, Exuis, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Investment 
(see advertisement, p. iii., March 14). 

March 26.—Messrs. Stimson & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-rents and 
Freehold Properties (see advertisement, back page, March 14). 


Result of Sale. 


Reversions, Lire Poricres, anp Vestep INTEREST. 


Messrs. H. E. Foster & Ceanriecp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 855) of the 
above-named Interests at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C.,on Thursday last, when the 
following lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realized being £11,265 : 

ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS : 
To One-fifth of £1,501 15s. per annum Bold £2,910 
To about £12,358 ose oon pe 3,900 
To £2,145 ... 
To £500 a 


So Sie pad » 2,050 


* 1 
Withdrawn 
Sold £2,000 


To £6,992 108. 0 nse eve 
VESTED INTEREST in One-ninth of 
POLICIES OF ASSURANCE: 

For £1,000 .., 

For £1,000 ... 


£05,297" 


670 
580 


oo eee one ov ” 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, March 13. 


Atnrx, Joux, South Shere, Blackpool, Jeweller April 11 Chambers v Albin, Registrar 
Preston District Butcher, Blackpool - 

Lowrnser, Epwarp, Lynesack, Durham, Grocer April 22 Heads vy Lowther, Swinfen 
Eady,J Proud, Bishop Auckland 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette,—Turspay. March 10, 

Baker, Captain Ronert Exxis, Inverness ter, Hyde pk April6é Jeboult, Wallbrook 
Bates, Francis Wittiam, Market st, Barnsbury, Commercial Traveller April 22 

Woodroffes & Ashby, Gt Dover st 
Benyett, Mary, Maesbach. Rhayader, Radnor April10 Matthews, Rhayader 
Brirp, STEPHES, Moseley, Worcester March 25 Burman, Birmingham 
Bupp, James, Bishopton, Warwick, Farmer March 31 Phillips, Stratford on Avon 
CurrvorD, Francesca Joanna Mary, Wimbledon April6 Donaldson, Bloomsbury pl 
Coie, Heaseat, Sheffi-ld April21 Benson & Co, Sheffield 
Cox, Hermione, Blackheath May5 Clarke & Co, John st, Bedfordrow 
Cross, WaLTeR James, Geraldine rd, Wandsworth April 30 Stone, Woolwich 
Davies, Tuomas, Quar, Merthyr Tydfil April1 Lewis & Jones, Merthyr Tydfil 
Dowsr. eee. Bishop’s Waltham, Southampton May 1 Gunner & Renny, Bishop’s 

altham 

Darecema, Simon, Cromwell rd March 31 Winch & Winch, Chatham 
Evans, Joun, Birkenhead March 30 Thompson & Co, Birkenhead 
Faerar, Epuunp, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh May 5 Boddington & Co, Manchester 
Forees, . —_ Stewart, Ascot, Berks May1l A F & R W Tweedie, Lincoln’s 

inn fields 
Goss, Tuomas, Ilfracombe April1¢ Rowe & Warren, Ilfracombe , 
Govatay, James, Barford, Warwick, Estate Bailiff April 20 Campbell & Co, Warwick 
Gray, Jane, Fulford, York May1 Crombie & Sons, York 
Gray, Marcarer Geerrupe, 8t Camis on Sea April15 Ince & Co, Fenchurch st 
Haieu, Jane Mavaine, St John’s rd, Brixton May1 Kagleton & Sons, Chancery In 
Heap, Joun Wi.uiam, Bilton, Harrogate, Farmer April9 Raworth & Co, Harrogate 
Heveapey, Francis, Hampstead May1 Taylor & Co, Field ct, Gray’s inn 
Horrorp, Marrua Evizaseta, Ware, Herts April6 Gribble & Co, Bedford row 
Host, Tnomas Vitiiers, Clifton, Bristol April15 Harley & Son. Bristol ; 
Honrer, Ciara Apeuing, Tunbridge Wells April17 Andrew & Cheale, Tunbridge Wells 
Inpetson, Georce Ernest, Goodmayes April 30 Tuppen, Bedford row : 
Jackson-Suipiey, Annie Magia, Caenby Hall, Lincs April 6 Tweed & Co, Lincoln 
Jones, CHARLES, Babell, Ysceifiog, Flint March 25 & Co, Holywell 
Kempe, Hewey, Garrick st, Actor April15 G& W Webb, Devonshire sq, Bishopsgate st 
ManrsHAtt, Henry, Croydon April10 Sutton, Dowgate hill 
Metior, Mary, Heaton Moor, Lancs April7 Scholes & Farrington, Manchester 
Mitiarp, Jouy, Friern rd, Dulwich rise, Builder April 20 Shaen & Co, Bedford row 
Pace, Wittiam, Rayleigh, Essex, Innkeeper April 16 Wood & Co, Southend on Sea 
Payne, Hannan, Crockerton, Wilts April9 Rawlins & Rawlins, Bournemouth 
Paice, Rev Davip Bankes, Aberystwy April 15 Johnson, Ruthin 
Rovt, Saran, Dursley, Glos April 22 Field & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Rossorsam, Joun Roses, Rainford, Lenecs April18 Smith, Wigan 
Suirn, Isaac Cuapiiy, Croydon, Publican April4 Papworth & French, Cambridge 
Summeauayes, James Warp, Johannesburg y 21 Pilley & Mitchell. Bedford row 
Taomas, Witt1am Bewsamty, Milehouse, Devonport, Horse Dealer April 3 Rodd, East 

ftonehouse, Devon 
Tuompson, Amprosk Eowarp, Hersham, Surrey May1 Hamlins & Co, Fleet at 
Wippatt, Berry, Oldham April 4 Bradbury, Oldham 

London Gastte.—Faipay, March 13. 

Acxroyb, Noan, Halifax, Iron Moulder April11 Dey, Halifax 
ApPLeyarD, Ans, Rossall Beach, nr Fleetwood, Lanes April24 Shaw, Hebden Bridge 
Avery, ALFrep, Marchmont st, Russell sq April15 Sheard & Co, Clement’s inn 


Bavpixe, Constance Mapevine Frances, Strawberry hill, Twickenham April 13 
| Saxton & Morgan, Somerset st, Portman sq 
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Brox, Wixtiam, Lordship rd, Stoke Newi: Ar 14 EJ &A Peters, York 
BEnzier, Ln poem Bheffield ter, Cam; April 22 Collyer-Bristow & Co, 
Bedford row 


Bours, Tuomas, Brixton May16 Bowker & Sons, Winchester 
Buses, Magia Anxt, Leamington, Warwick April 30 Large & Major, Leamington 


peseen, CHARLES, Lowestoft, Boat Owner Apri 13 Havers, Lowestoft 

Bruce, Jane, Doulting, nr Shepton Mallet, 8 April 30 Newman & Oo, Yeovil 
Bus«, Racer Hagzietre, Victoria st April 30 Rashieet & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Brzor, Apa Biancue, Prince of Wales ter, Kensington Palace April 27 Tyler, Clement's 


inn 
Catvanp, Caarves Forpes, Mark in April 20 Eland & Co, Trafalgar sq 
Catvert, Maria, Bolton Woods, Bradford April 30 Walker, Bradford. 





Capon, J —_ : ee 8t Augustine’s rd, Camden aq, Contractor Aprill4 Keene & Co, 


ing 

Cursum, r ht Hon Caargtzes Comrpron Wi uiam Baron, Latimer, Bucks 
Stow » Livcoln’s inn fields 

CHESTER, pas Alderley Edge, Chester April 21 Hadfield & Co. Manchester 

Curr, Witu1aM, ‘Tipton, Staffs, Farmer April4 Hooper & Fairbairn, Dudley 

Coxer, Exvizasetu Mary. Oxford May 9 Smalls & Barker, Buckingham 

Cortmax, Francis Josera, Atherstone ter, South Kensington April 22 Cunliffes & 
Davenport, eater 

CougTEesay, Joscgtine, Weybridge April14 Crawley & Co, Arlington st, 8t Jamcs’s 

Cazasy, AnaBbeLita Mary, Tunbridge Wells May1 Cripps & Co, Tunbridge Wells 

CavicesHank. Rev Heanert Oaver, Oxford as Davenport & Rose, Oxford 

Dave, Ex.1za Jane, Harborne, Birmingham March 20 Shakespeare & Co, Birmingham 

Droxtnson, Tuomas, Glazebury, Iancs, Farmer April11 Dootson, ey Lancs 

Drew, THOMAS, Trowbridge, Wilts April13 Wansbrough & Co, Brist 

Davunox, ae Bedlington, Northumberland, General Dealer April 21 Webb, 

1 
ae Euias Farpericx Ev a, Church End, Finchley April12 Rickards & 
Nightingale, Crown ct, Old Broad s' 

EastHam, Ratrn, Wigan March 25 Taylor & Sons, Wigan 

Farrnweatuer, James Larne, Newcastle upon Tyne, Billiard Room Proprietor April 30 
WJI8&J ASB Scott, Newcastle upon Tyne 

FainwkaTHER, Marcarer, Newcastle upon Tyne April 230 WJS8S & J AB Scott, 
Newcastle upon Tyne 

Fatts, Avic1ra Mary, Bournemouth April18 Bell & Co, Queen Victoria st 

Fisuzr, Many Axne ‘Euizapetn, Ealing April 15 Bilbrough & Plaskitt, Old Jewry 

Faost, Cuarves, Northampton ’ April lt Browne & Wells, Northampton 

Gagnuam, Taomas WiyG, Ilford April 22 Syrett & Sons, Finsbury pymnt 

Harpers. Heyry Wii114m, Sutton, Surrey April 11 Masterman & & Everington, Great 


April 30 


Winc st 

Haw ry, Gzoace Harris, Rotherham, Yorks, Ergine Driver April 30 Oxley & Coward, 
Rotherham 

Huppart, Mary Rostey, Harrington, Cumberland March 31 Atter, Whitehaven 

James, Jon Geonas, Lianilterne, Glam, Farmer April10 Bradley & Bon, — 

James, SaMuEt Tonxx, 8t Agnes, Cornwall, Miner March 31 Hancock, Tru 

Jnrrerson, Ecizapeta CHaRoTre JANNETT A, Stock Orchard cres, Bellowey April 18 
Pennington & Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Joz.t, Luxe, Sheffield ‘April 18 Parker & ae Sheffield 

Jouanser, Josern Sanxt, Carlisle, Raker A , Carlisle 

Joves, Evpnrasia Avice, Maerdy, Ystradyfodwg, ‘oan y 1 Ingledew & Sons, Cardiff 

Joxzs, Evan, Machen, Mon April30 Dauncey & Son, Tred: onal 

Kempson, CaTuEnine, Eastbourne April 13 Kempson, Farn 

oe, Soe pee Edmonton, Licensed Victualler ‘April 29 Rivington & Son, 

‘enc’ 

Lamaze, Octave, Brook st.Grosvenor#q April11 Boyce & Son, George st, Hanover sq 

Liste, Jouyx, Holsworthy, Devon, Ironmonger April 28 Peter, Holsworthy 

MEASURES Hanan, Bedford April 14 Tebbs & Son, Bedford 

Mosecey, Jou, Warmineham, nr Sandbach, Chester Aoril24 Stringer, Sandbach 

Paaritt, ‘Mary, Bescon H ll, Bath Aprill4 Stone & Co, Bath 

Peart, Bensamin, Goidsmitns’ row, Hackney rd April 30 Mott & Son, Bedford row 

Peters, Tuomas, York, Law Stationer Aprill4é EJ & A Peters, York 

Puen, ALraep, Stcurkridge April13 King & Sons, Stourbrid 

Putrorp, Josern, Sheffield, Butcher April 14 Harrop, Sheffield 

Pomparey. Hexay, Lewes April13 Hobbs & Young, Lewes 

Ratsey, Wirt1am Banes, Hogsthorpe House, Lincs, Physician March 31 Walker & 


Co, Spilsby 
RicHarpsow, Davip Lester, Burma, India April12 Maddison & Co, Old Jewry 
kickerts, 1 cmneners Mania, Swatow, China April15 Holloway & Co, Lincoln’s inn 


Bcnorr, Eutcy Heats, Brixton ave 11 Willis & Willis, Chancery In 
SHELTON, CHARLts Daniet, Bedford, Gilder April14 Tebbs & Son, Bedford 
Suorr Wary, Haydon Bridge, Northumberland April 25 LC & H F Lockhart, 


am 
Sxipmore, Franx Vaveuan, Sheffield Aprili4 EJ & A Peters, York 
Suirn, Artnur Tatpor, Jersey April 10 Dawson & Co, New sq. Lincoln's inn 
Suits, Groree, Greasbrough, nr Rotherham, Yorks April 30 Oxley & Coward, 
Rotherham 
®urrn, Stepagen, Morning In, Hackney April 22 Syrett & Sons, Finsbury pymnt 
Brena, Tsapetita, York Aprili4 EJ & A Peters, Yor’ 
Brat Gmawy, Cuartes Frepericx, West Jesmond, Newcastle upon Tyne, Shipbroker 
April15 Dickinson & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 





Srace, Joszru, Strood April1l Robinson, Strood, Kent 
Sternens, James Hewry, 


inchcombe, Glos March 25 Stephens & Stephens, Winch- 
compe, . 


Srewart, James Patrick, Newcastle upon Tyne A’ 
Tuomas, Leorotp Potianrp, Briar k, Pu 
Tuxvstance, Wii1aM, Shirley, Warwick Apri! 
Tuvuerecy, Emma Jemima, Sutton, Surrey April 11 
. bebe noone st Cos . - P 

uwatres, Sorara, Reading ll orris, Peterborough 
Tuoxer, Mary Awy, Fairlight av. ll Frank & Co, Golden 
Warp, Rev Joux Marty R, Gressenhall, Nortolie "Tee 8 Potter & Crundwell, 
Waneina, Jzxxy Amos, Liverpool, Yeast: Dealer April 20 Lamb & > Liverpool ° 
Warsox, —y Cullercoats, Northumberland May 1 Armstrong & Sons, Newcastle 

upon 

Wesr, Joux, Eeetenstens April 10 Sheer, ay Pai King William st 
Wiya, Mary, Buxted, Sussex . 29 2 
Whuitrseap, "ANN, Bolton Mayi 
Wuirter, Jauxs, "Ramegate May e ‘Tickisoen & & on » Ckanests In 


— 2 


London Gazette.—Touxspay, March 17. 
Batxnriper, Frepericx, Clevedon, Somerset, Surgeon April 30 Burridge & Trestrail, 


Clevedon 

Barems, Faxyy Mary, Elm Park rd, South Kensington April 13 Osborn-Jenkyn & 

Son, Lincoln's inn fields 4 

Bonp, Wiiuiam, Yeovil, Farmer April4 Trevor-Davies, Yeovil 

Bynrez, Anne, Withington, Lancs April15 Dixon & Co, ester 

CuEssuire, Euty, Pinner ~ a 30 Grenside, Deans ya. ¥ Le ee 

Cuaituneworts, Joann, Oxfor April14 Mallam & Co, Ox 

Copp, Wituiam, North Ormesby, York April 29 Spry & Preston, Laddie & Lidile, 

Cour, ase, Stephenson st, Canning Town, Joiner April 1 King 

iNliam st 

E:wey, Exizasera, Crampsall, Manchester April 14 Orrell, Manchester 

Esu, Kicnarp, Haxby, York April 21 Bd &A Peters, York 

Evans, uisA Marrua, Comp rd, © y a 12 Laytons, Budge row, 
Cannon st 

Finwry, Evizapeta Ayx, Derby March 23 Moore, Der' 

Freeman, Jags Lextox, Caledonian road, Catt) hy "april 17 Cranfield & Wheeler, 
Saint Ives, Hunts 

Garrsey, Cty Fulham eek donna, 3 ‘wont 's inn Sectuagetole 

Geanisn, WitttAM Jossrn, Basingstoke “ae, Basin e 

ewitt & Cor End, ‘Manat Leadenhall 


Gray, Jonny, Worcester, Hosier A st 
Hauiey, James Brice. Avenue Crouch ufacturers’ Agent April 12 
lross & Holt, Mincing In 
Hargis, Cuaries Wittram, Haverton hill, Durham, Engine Driver April 14 Lodge, 
Sedgetield, Darham 
Hurroy ana Eveanor, Congleton, Chester April 30 — oy Co, Beverley, Yorks 
JaMEs, Frepenick, Cowpen Bewley, Durham, mer April 4 Lodge, field, 


Durham 
James, Saran, Cowpen Bewley, Durham April4 Lodge, Sedgefield, Durham 
ewton Heath, Manchester, Plumber April 17 EAward Heath & Sons, 


Law, ALEXANDER, 

Manchester 
Lepaarp, Frances, Bermandrels, Algeria April 20 aes & Co, Theobald’s rd 
Crawrorp, The Right Hon, Janz, Parkside April 23 & Pembertons, Lincoln’s inn 


fields 
a Rowe Lovisa, Rush Hill rd, Lavender Hill April 18 Boxall & Kempe, 
righton 
Punsioatt Josern, Stansted Mountfitchet, Essex, Farmer April 13 Richardson & Lo, 
Much Hadham, Herts 
Pickerine, Epwarp, Preston April4 Brierley, Preston 
Popmore, Wr..1aM, Eccles, nr Manchester April 11 Lr Manchester 
sures nae Hercuton, Wallasey, Chester, Overseer May 1 Joynson, 
iverpoo 
Priest, Annie Marta, Waterloo, Lancs March 31 Wilson & Cowie, Liverpool 
Raacte, Cuartes Van, Brownsea Island, Dorset April 20 Lindo & Co, West st, 
Finsbury circus 
Sere Mania Grorotya, Southsea, Hants April 27 Nicholson & Co, Prince’s st, 
torey’s gate 
Rooms, Frrverick, Southsea, Hants April 24 Alsop & Co. Liverpool 
Roscow, Nancy, Haslingden, Lancs March 31 Rennison, Blackburn 
Sonneiper, Aipert, York pl, Baker st April 18 eae, ee arene 
Smupsoy, Jounx, Padiham, Lancs, Fruit Merchant A: Briggs, Padi 
R' JAMES Roszrt, Cromwell rd, South Kens May i Warrington & Co, 
ictoria st 
Turner, Wittiam, Bath rd, Hounslow May1 Greville-Smith, Clement's inn, Strand 
Vincent, a Ayn, Cresswell rd, South Norwood April 14 Kingsford & Co, 
Canterbury 
Wessrer, Aue Ex1za, Bangor Is-y-eoed, Flint April 18 Allington & Co, Wrexham 
Wuitwe.t, Davin, Gate Helinsley. Yorks, Butcher April 24 Akenhead, " Hereford 
Wuirwet, Aww, Gate Helmsley, forks April 24 Akenhead, Hereford 
Weems Epwarp Coxatt, Hereford, lronmonger April 18 Lambert & Rogers, 
Malvern 
Younc, Jou, Newcastle upon Tyne, Engineer April 24 Smirk, Newcastle upon Tyne 





Bankruptcy Notices. | 


London Gazette,—F nipay, March 13. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Antuoyxy, Witt1am Louis Hewry, Winton. Bournemouth, 
“tationer Poole Pet March 10 Ord March 10 

Argnotp, Staytey Cnrartes, Tiptree, Essex, Clothier 
Chelmsford Pet Feb 14 Ord March 9 

Beicer, A. Newcastle on Tyne, Professor of Languages 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet Jan 20 Ord March 10 | 

Bezstox, Ronert Saitevnw, Kingston u Hull, Coal 
Dealer Kingston upon Hull Pet rch 10 Ord 
March 10 


Beacrs, Emit, Henrietta st, Covent garden, Mortgage 
Broker High Court Pet Feb 21 Ord March 10 
Buackwett, Tuomas, Workington, Camberland, Iron- 

monger Cockermouth Pet March 9 
Braxetey, Micuarn, Sheet Side, Ossett, Yorks, Fish 
Salesman Dewsbury Pet March 10 Ord March 10 
Bovcurox, Tuomas, Waltham, Kent, Builder Cante:bury 
Pet March 9 Ord March 9 
Baicur. Frawx, Boseombe, Bournemouth, Coal Merchant 
Pocle Pet March 9 Ord March 9 
Ciary, Anruur AvBeRt, Kingston upon Hall, pad 
Kingston upon Hull Pet March 11 Ord March 1 
Cuarxe, Atrrep, Wolverhampton, Dairy Farmer Wol- } 
Ly my wit — 4 — am = a 
K. Grorae onmout cle Agent e , Mon 
Pet Feb 24 Ord March 10° te sth 
LAND, Joseru, New Bolingbroke, pate Blacksmith 
Boston Pet March 10 Ord March 1 








| Creasry, Rosert Grorce Mackie, Martins In. Cannon st, 


Accountant High Court Pet Dec5 Ord March 10 

Cuatis, Witutam, Redruth, Cornwall, Ironmonger Truro 

March 9 Ord March 9 

Davies, Davin Jouyx, Quarr, Merthyr Tydfil, Colliery 
Ripper Merthyr Tydfil Pet March 10 Ord March 10 

= Freperick Harry Burerss, Fishponds, Bristol, Fish- 

ay “v4 Bristol Pet March 11 Ord March 11 
Deaxir, Y ge re Wituran, Tue Brook, Liverpool. French 
Liverpool Pet March 10 Ord March 10 

me Cartes Vincew'r, St Helens, Lancs, Picture 
Frame Maker Liverpool Pet March9 Ord March 9 

Giviey, Georor, Ladbroke grove, Tailor HighCourt Pet 
March 9 Ord March 9 

Gooncaitp, Roperp Percivat, Old Kent rd, Lead Mer- 
chant Greenwich Pet Feb 21 Ord March 10 

Gaees, Joun Wittt1am, Guyhirne, nr Wisbech, Cambridre, 
Wheelwright King’s Lynn Pet March9 ‘Ord March 9 

Hares, Joun, Cardiff. Hardware Merchant Cardiff Fet 
Pet Feb 20 .Ord March 7 

Harusoy, Jonw Wiiiiam, and Henry arg ep Mac- 
Ce Printers Macclesfield Pet March 0 

are 

Hawes, Farperick Wiiiiam, Chatham, Harness Maker 
Rochester Pet March 10 Ord March 10 

Hewitt, Wituram, Hamoton Park, Hereford, Semgits 
Director Hereford Pet March il Ord March 

Hioaixsoy, Luxe, Sedgley, Staffs, Gate Manufacturer 
Wolverhampton Pet arch 10 ‘Ord March 

Houpsworts, Witrrrp, Manston, te ag Verte, | 

rocer York Pet March9 Ord March 9 

Hurrey, Ever, Felixstowe. Restaurant Proprietor Upswich 

Pet March 9 Ord Mar*h 9 


Kixc. Grorce Taos, Winslow, Baker Banbury Pet 
Feb 22 Ord March 10 

mane, Joun Jerrenson, pin, Tailor Brighton 

Pet March 9 Ord March 9 


Leaman, Joun gy Sunderland, Durham, Grocer 
Sunderland Pet Feb 20 Ord March 7 

Les-Mitcueit, Artruve Wiiitams. eenagee ino, Strand 
High Court Pet Feb12 Ord March 

Mason, Wittiam Tuomas, Savile hag nr Dewsbury, 
Jeweller Dewsbury Pet March 9 Ord March 9 

Mecartr, Evizapers, and "aes Meaeirr, Welbourne 
Lincs, Sinkers Boston Pet March 10 Ord 
March 10 

Mires, Rosert Henny, Preston, nr Dover, Carpenter 
Canterbury Pet 11 Ord March 11 

Mrits, Groner Heray, pay! Auctioneer Chelten- 


ham Pet March? Ord 

Moore, Jouyx, Stoneferry Kingeton upon Hull, Drap»r 
Kingston upon Hall Il Pet March 9 Ord March 9 

Moseney, Ernest Gronce, Kingston upon Hull, Baker 
Ki upon Hull Pet Mareh 9 Ord March 9 

Niceots, Heanerr Seeesese ar Bristol, Fruiterer 
Bristol Pet March 9 Ord March 9 

Ow ro Joun Pa “Abereynon, Glas, Miner Pontypridd 

‘et; March 

Paiturs, on Monknash, nr heyy Glam, Gover- 

ness Cardiff Pet March 9 Ord March 


| Pornarp, Arraur Warrwortn, Shipley, Yorks Bradford 
March 9 Ord March 


j 


Pet 

Resp, Fou> Bentiey, Harrogate, Boot Maker York Pet 
March 9 Ord March 9 

_Rexpatt, , Fuxoea Pet “March 10 Ord March 10 





| 
| 
| 
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Russri., Hersert Saxvert, Royston grove, Hatch End 
High Court Pet March 11 Ord March 11 

Snarr, Tuomas. Donhead &t Mary, Wilts, Haulier Salis- 
bury Pet March 10 Ord March 10 

Sserugep, James Heanp, Stockton on Tees, Joiner Stock- 
ton on Tees Pet March 10 Ord March 10 

Sranxs, Esaxest James, Somerton, Somerset, Grocer 
feovil Pet March 9 Ord March 9 


Brayvarp, Artaur, West Kensington mans, Kensington | 


High Court Pet Jan 18 Ord March 9 

Sreav, James, Ordsall Park, Salford, Lancs, Off Beerhouse 
Keeper falford Pet March 9 Ord March 9 

Taytorn, Puiir, Clayton, nr Manchester, Furniture 


Broker Ashton under Lyne Pet March 10 Ord | 


March 10 
Tnomvrsox, Sterury Jouyx, Glaefryn, Towyn, Merioneth 
Aberystwyth Pet March 9 Ord March 9 


Tuomrson, Witttam Govutprx, Choriton cum Hardy, 
Manchester, Aniline Merchant Salford Pet Feb 25 
Ord March 10 


Tucker, Atrrep Josrrn, Bristol, Builder Bristol Pet 
March 10 Ord March 10 

Vari, Fraxk Currroy, Aldermanbury avy High Court 
Pet Feb 18 Ord March 9 

Vixnicompg, Grorce, Zeal Monachorum, Devon, Carpenter 
Exetar Pet March 10 Ord March 10 

Wison, Ropert Josers, Caeracca. Dowlais, Glam, School- 
master Merthyr Tydfil Pet March9 Ord March 9 

Woorrey, Roserr Wiitiam, Doncaster, Baker Sheffield 
Pet March 10 Ord March 10 

Wrens, Epwis Wiiuram, Alton, Southampton, Bookseller 
Winchester Pet March9 Ord March 9 

Wauiant, Grorar, Lowestoft Gt Yarmouth Pet March 11 
Ord March i1 

Yousa, J W, Farnborough, Builder Guildford Pet Feb 
19 Ord March 10 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of March 6: 

Corsrortn, Josten, Chestergate, Macclesfield, Letterpress 

Printer Macclesfield Pet March 3 Ord March 3 
Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of March 10: 

Taytor, Joux Greatneap, Hamsterley, Durham, Inn- 

keeper Durham Pet March7 Ord March 7 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 


Davison, Josern, Harrow on the Hill St Albans Rec 
rd Dec 12,1907 Resc Feb 25 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Axstuoyxy, Wittram Louis Hesxry, Winton, Bournemouth, 
stationer March 23 at 3 Messrs Curtis & Son, 158, 
Old Christchurch rd, Rournemouth 

Baker, Gorvowx, Fenstanton, Hunts, Chicory Grower 
March 21 at 11.45 The Golden Lion Hotel, St Ives 

Barker, Arcuipavp, Leigh, Lancs, Draper March 23 at 3 
19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Barrow, Witiiam, Carr Mol, St Helens, Joiner March 23 
at 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Baumoartex, Epwarp Picrox, Leigh on Sea, Essex 
March 25 at 3 14, Bedford row 

Beioer, Hermans, Newcastle on Tyne, Professor of 
Languages March 21 at 11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, 
Newcastle on Tyne 

Brnore, Emit, Henrietta st, Covent garden, Mortgage 
Broker March 24at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Bowenam, Mant, Kenilworth, Warwick, Market Gardener 
March 23 at 1'.30 Off Ree, 8, High st, Coventry 

Baiout, Fraxx, Boscombe, Bournemouth, Coal Merchant 
March 23 at 2.30 Messrs Curtis & Son, 158, Old Christ- 
church rd, Bournemouth 

Buesy, Henry Ai rorp, Twickenham, Traveller March 24 
at 12 14, Bedford row 

Creasey, Ropert Grorok Macxiz, Martin's In, Cannon st, 
Accountant March 24 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

Crort, Jonx Pace, and Atrrep Rorrry, ®mall Heath, 
Birmingham, Photographic Apparatus Maker March 
23 at 11.30 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Cross, Wiiu1aM, Plymouth, Decorator March 23 at 12 7, 
Buckland ter, Plymouth 

Daviss, Davin Joux, Quarr, Merthyr Tydfil, Colliery 
Ripper March 25at12 Off Rec, County Court, Town- 

1. Merthyr Tydfil 

Epwaxps, Isaac, Liangoed, Beaumaris, Anglesey. General 
Contractor March 23 at 11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 
—— 

Gipiey, Groror, Ladbroke gr, Tailor March 23 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Goopmax, Davip, Merthyr Tydfil, Grocer March 25 at 11 
Off Rec, County Court, Townhall, Merthyr Tydfil 

Gorneniper & Co, W, Southerd on Sea, Coal Merchants 
Merch 25 at 12 14, Bedford row 

Harrisox, Ricnarp Watson, Hollinwood, Oldham. Soap 
Manufacturer March 24 at 11.30 Off Rec, Greaves st, 
Oldham 

Hitrcuix, Toomas Aryertr, Old Chariton, Kent March 23 
at 2.30 132. York rd, Westmineter Bridge 

Horpsworts, Witrarp, Manston, Crossgates, Yorks, 
Grocer March 24 at 3.30 Off Rec, The Red House, 
Duncombe pl, York 

Horr, Rosert Hewrs, Coventry, Traveller in Wines 
March 24 at 12 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Hvrnex, Evoan, Felixstowe, Restaurant Proprietor March 

at2 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipewich 

Ke.iroway, Watter Jonx Percivan. Dorchester, Dorset, 
Blacksmith March 24 at 12.45 Off Rec, City chmbrs, 
Catherine st. Salisbury 

Kixo, Jonw. Keesingland, Suffolk, Sailmaker March 21 at 

Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Kwont, Joux Jxrrznsox, Brighton, Tailor March 26 at 
10. Off Ree. 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Licntroot, Atrrep Henry, Hartlepool, Clothier March 
24 at 245 Off Rec, 3. Manor pl, Sunderland 

Loum, Antnur Grace, Prestbury, nr Che!terham, Horse 
Dealer March 2iat3.15 County Court bldga, Cheltcn- 


m 
McHaremm, Janes, Tyne Dock, South Shields, Doctor 
—— Tyo at 11.30 Off Kec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle 


| Marsuatt, James, Toft Hill, Tumby, Lines, Wood Dealer 
| March 21 at12 Off Rec, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 
Mriius, Georce Henry, Gloucester, Auctioneer March 
| 21 at 4 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 
Moraan, Joun, Liwydcoed, Aberdare, Glam, Farmer March 
2 rr cae Off Rec, County Court, Townhall, Merthyr, 
yafi 
Mose.ery. Exxest Groror, Kingston upon Hull, Baker 
March 21 at 11.30 Off Ree, York City Bank chmbrs, 
| Lowgate, Hull 
| Paris, Epwarp, Birmingham, Commirsion Agent March 
| 25 at 11.30 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Perry, Grorae, Stapleford, Notts, General Dealer March 
2Qiatil Off Rec. 47, Full st, Derby 
Poutiarp, Artucurk Wuitworts, Shipley, Yorks March 23 
at1l Off Kee, 12, Duke st, Bradford 
Reep, Frep Benrizy, Harrogate, Yorks, Bootmaker 
—— z4at3 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, 
York 
Renpatt, Feeprrick, Sandgate, Ironmonger March 23 at 
12.45 Off Rec, Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Ronerts, Tuomas Henry, Smethwick, Staffs, Commission 
Agent March 24 at 11.30 191, Corporation st, Bir- 
mingham 
Suarr, Tuomas, Donhead St Mary, Wilts, Haulier Pet 
March 24 at 12.30 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, 
Salisbury 
Sippows, Joax~ Wriiram, Melton Mowbray, Leicester, 
Licensed Victualler March 23 at 12 Off Ree, 1, 
Berridge st, Leicester 
Starer, Freperick. Rechdale, Lancaster, Foreman Dyer 
March 27 at 11.15 Townhall, Rochdale 
Sprep, Witttam Atrrep, Glendale, Penarth, Glam, Con- 
7 March 23 at 12 Off Rec, 117, 8t Mary st, 
Cardi 
Strannarp, Artaur, West Kensington mans, Kensington 
March 23 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Sarey st 
Stowe, Avsert, Leamington Spa, Warwick, Carpenter 
March 23 at 11 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 
Vaite, Frank Currtox, Aldermanbury ay March 23 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Vixyicomse, Grorcr, Zeal Monachorum, Devon, Car- 
penter March 23 at 12 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, 
Exeter 
Wueattey, Evizanetn, Southtown, Gt Yarmouth, Dress- 
maker March 23 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, 
Norwich 
Witurams, Henry, Bangor, Carrarvon, Baker March 23 
at12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chaster 
Witsox, Ronert Joszeu, Caeracca, Dowlais, Glam, School- 
master March 25 at 11.30 Off Rec, County Court, 
Town-hall, Merthyr Tydfil 
Weess, Epwix  Wiiuiam, Alton, Southampton, Book- 
seller March 21 at 11 Room 53, Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey st, London 
ADJUDICATIONS, 
Axtuoyy, Witt14m Louis Henry, Winton, Bournemouth 
Stationer Poole Pet March 10 Ord March 10 
Anmitacr, Henry Martix, Winsford, Cheshire, Brewer 
Crewe Pet March 6 Ord March 11 
Buiackwe.tt, Tomas, Workington, Cumberland, Iron- 
monger Cockermouth Pet March 9 Ord March # 
Buiake ey, Micuakt, Ossett, Yorks. Fish Salesman Dews- 
bury Pet March 10 Ord March 10 
Boveutox, THomas, Waltham, Kent, Builder Canterbury 
Pet March 9 Ord March 9 
Berstox, Ronert Sxiteury, Kingston upon Hull, Coal 
Dealer Kingston upon Hull Pet March 10 Ord 
March 10 
Bricut, Fraxx. Boscombe, Bournemouth, Coal Merchant 
Poole Pet March 9 Ord March 9 
Catry, Lieut Cuarces Hamivtos Stacey. Bordon Camp, 
Liss, Hants High Court Pet Jan21 Ord March 10 
Cuapwick, Rrotnatp Marty, Harrogate, Stock Broker 
York Pet Feb14 Ord March 9 
Crane, Artuur Apert, Kingston upon Hull, Tailor 
Kingston upon Hull Pet March 11 Ord March 11 
Crarke, ALrrep, Wolverhampton, Dairy Farmer Wolver- 
hampton * March = Ord March 10 
Coox, Grorcz, Monmouth, Cycle Agent Ne Mon 
Pet Feb 26 Ord March 11 iti 
CovurLanp, Josreu, New Bolingbroke, Lincs, Blacksmith 
Boston Pet March 10 Ord March 10 
Cuntis, Wii11aMm, Redruth, Cornwall, Ironmonger Truro 
Pet March 9 Ord March 9 
Davirs, Davin Jonx, Quarr, Merthyr Tydfil, Collier, 
tipper Merthyr Tydfil Pet March 10 Ord March 10 
Day, Freprrick Harry Bororss, Fishponds, Bristol, 
Fishmonger Bristol Pet March11 Ord March 11 
E:twoon, Josern, Hastings, Draper Hastings Pet Feb 


17 Ord March 9 
Helens, Lancs, 





Fisnpwick, Cartes Vixceyt, S8t 
Picture Frame Maker Liverpool Pet March9 Ord 
Mareh 11 

Gazex. Jonn Wiis, Guyhirne, nr Wisbech, Cambridge. 
Wheelwright King’sLynn Pet March9 Ord March9 

Haiyes, Nort Atrxayper Mixtox, Frogmore, nr 8st 
Albans, Stock Jobber High Court Pet Jan11 Ord 
March 6 

Harris, Harry, and Epwarp Harris, High Wycombe, 
Builders Aylesbury Pet Feb11 Ord March 11 

Haraison, Jonn' Wiiuiam, and Heyry Hovstanper, 
Macclesfield, Printers Maccksfield Pet March9 Ord 
March 9 

Hawkiss, Frepreick Wiiuiam, Chatham, Harness Maker 
Rochester Pet March 10 Ord March 10 

Hewitt, Tuomas Hucues, Pinner High Court Pet Jan 22 
Ord March 6 

Hurrexs, Epcar, Felixstowe, Restaurant Proprietor 
Ipswich Pet March9 Ord March 9 

Hewitt, Wit1iam, Hampton Park, Hereford, Managing 
Director Hereford Pet March11 Ord March 11 

Hicerssox, Luxe, Sedgley, Staffs, Gate Manufacturer 
Wolverhampton Pet March 10 Ord March 10 

Hotpswortn, Wiirerp, Manston, Crosegates, Yorks, Grocer 

. Lona eg mr os ae © 

<wrcnt, Joun Jerrerson, Brighton, Tailor Brighton 

} March 9 Ord March 9 = : ™ whey 

Lissyxr. Samvet, Cannon st rd, Whitechapel, Builder 
High Court Pet Dec7 Ord March 7 
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Masox, Witt1am Tuomas, Savile Town, nr Dewsbury, 

Jeweller Dewsbury Pet March9 Ord March 9 

Merceirr, Exvizasetrn, and Hagry Meacirt, Wel 
Lincs, Well Sinkers Boston Pet March 10 
March 10 

Mires, Rosert Henry, Preston, nr Dover, Carpenter 
Canterbury Pet March 11 Ord March 11 

Mitts, Grorcz Henry, Gloucester, Auctioneer Chelten- 

- ae : oe ee Hull, Draper 

oore, Jounx, Stoneferry, ogston upon » 

Kingston upon Hull Pet March 9 Ord March 9 

Mose.ery, Ernest Greoroe, Kingston upon Hull, Baker 
Kingston upon Hull Pet March 9 Ord March 9 

Nicno.s, Herseart Geoace Jony, Clifton, Bristol, Fruiterer 
Bristol Pet March9 Ord March 9 

Owen, Joun Rees, Abercynon, Glam, Miner Pontypridd 
Pet March 11 Ord March 11 

Owen, Wititiam Epwarp Dovetas, West Cromwell rd, 
West Kensington HighCourt PetFeb5 Ord March 18 

Panis, Epwarp, Kirmingham,Commission Agent Birming- 
bam Pet March5 Ord March 11 

Puriuirs, Epitn, Monknash, nr Cowbridge, Glam, Governess 
Cardiff Pet March9 Ord March 9 - 

Prirrs, Henry Jonatuay, King's Heath, nr Birmingham, 
Builder Birmingham Pet Feb4 Ord March 10 

PotvarD, ARTHUR Wuitwortn, Shipley, Yorks Bradford 
Pet March 9 Ord March 9 

Pratt, Harry, Warwick, Baker Warwick Pet March 3 
Ord March 11 

Rerp, Frxp Bentiexy, Harrogate, Boot Maker York Pet 
‘March 9 Ord March 9 

Saarr, Tuomas, Donhead 8t Mary, Wilts, Haulier 
Salisbury Pet March 10 Ord March 10 i 

Surrnerp, James Hearp, Stockton on Tees, Joiner 
Stockton on Tees Pet March10 Ord March 10 

Starter, Freperickx, Rochdale, Foreman Dyer Rochdale 
Pet Feb 27 Ord March 11 

Sourucompe, Tuomas, Hastings, Ironmonger Hastings 
Pet Feb 13 Ord March 6 

Sparks, Ernest James, Scmerton, Somerset, Grocer 
Yeovil Pet March9 Ord March 9 

Srraces, ALBERT ARTHUR, and Francis Huwrer Rirca, 
Forest Gate, Essex, Builders High Court Pet Feblu 
Ord March 9 

Srxap, James, Ordsall Park, Salford, Beerhouse Keeper 
Salford Pet March9 Ord March 9 

Tay.or, Puttip, Clayton, nr Manchester, Farniture Broker 
Ashton under Lyne Pet March 10 Ord March 10 

Tucker, ALFrep Josern, Bristol, Builder Bristol Pet 
March 10 Ord March 10 

Vixnicompg, GrorGe, Zeal Monachorum, Devon, Carpenter 
penter Exeter Pet March 10 Ord March 10 

Waear.ry, Exizasets, Southtown, Gt Yarmouth, Drea» 
maker Gt Yarmouth Pet March 7 Ord March 11 

Witsox, Josern Wittram, Armley, Leeds, Licensed Victu- 
aller Leeds Pet Heb17 Ord March 9 

Wizson, Rosert Josgru, Caeracca. Vowlais. Glam, School- 
master Merthyr ‘fydtil Pet March 9 Ord March 9 

Woo.rgy, Ropert Witu1am, Doncaster, Baker Sheffield 
Pet March 10 Ord March 10 

Wrenn, Epwin Witu1au, Alton, Southampton, Bookseller 
Winchester Pet March 9 Ord March 9 


London Gazette.—Turspay, March 17. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Auprrson, Rosert, Kirkby Stephen, Westmorland, Saddler 
Kendal Pet March 14 O:1d March 14 

Anpexson, AeTuur Josspn, Luton, Photographer Luton 
Pet March 12 Ord March 12 , 

Baker, James, Bedminster, Bristol, Engineer Bristel 
Pet March 12 Ord March 12 

Barrrick, Josera Bisor. York, Coachman York Pe 
March 11 Ord March 11 

Benyetr, Atvan, and Georce Haregison Fornercitt, 
Ossett, Yorks, Athletic Goods Manufacturer Dewsbury 
Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

Buiackrorp, Cyarves, Exeter, Butcher Exeter Pe 
March 14 Ord March 14 

Buioxnam, Freperick James, Rockville, Halberton, nr 
Tiverton, Devon Exeter Pet Feb 27 Ord March 12 

Baeittaix, Amos, Coventry, Milk Dealer Coventry Pet 
March 12 Ord March 12 

BrownixG, Ernest Joun, Ealing rd, South Ealing, Tailor 
Brentford Pet Maich13 Ord March 13 

Cocxs, Rossrt Joun, Leicester, Commercial Traveller 
Leicester Pet March13 Ord March 13 

Davis, Witt1am Georce, Wolverbampton, Trunk Manu- 
facturer Wolverhampton Pet March 14 Ord March l¢ 

Dawson, Wattxr, Irthingborough, Northampton, Hair- 
dresser Northampton Pet March 12 Ord March 12 

Dopps, Grorer, and WitLiamM Rusnton STOCKDALE, New- 
castle on Tyne, Drysalters Newcastle on Tyne Pet 
March 12 Urd March 12 

Dyxes, JAmxs, Barrow in Furness, Plumber Barrow ia 
Furness Pet March 13 O:d March 18 

Fine, AmMa.ia, Aberdare, Glam, House Furnisher Aber- 
dare Pet March3 Ord March 14 

Francis, Joux STANLEY, Cochrane st, St John’s Wood, 
Dentist High Court Pet March 12 Ord March 12 

Gopwis, Ernest Artuur, Filton, Glos, Bul 
Pet March 13_ Ord March 13 4 

Grimes, Tuomas Isaac, Gt St Helen's, Accountant High 
Court Pet Feb 22 Ord March 13 

Hatcu, Henry Jos, Gt Yarmouth, Ship Chandler Gt Yar 
mouth Pet March12 Ord March 12 

Joxzs, Davip Own, Cwmmorgan, Newcastle 
Carmarthen, Merchant Carmarthen Pet March 
Ord March 14 

Kexny, Epwarp Marrtuew, Nottingham, Tailor Notting- 
ham Pet Febi25 Ord March 12 P 

LAMBERT, JAMES ALFRED, Villiers st, Strand High Court 
Pet Dec 23 Ord Feb 26 


McHarriz, James, Type Dock, South Shields, Doctor — 
rd March 11 


Newcastle on tyne Pet Marck 11 O) 
Maneuart, Airaep, Gunnersbury, Chiswick, 
Assistant Brentford Pet March 13 Ord 


Mitts, AgTHUR Josian, Ceienen Se 8t. Paencrat, — 


Baker High Court Pet March 12 March 12 
Mocxziper, Arsent, Cardigan, Pembroke © 


Pet March 12 Ora March 13 nn 
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Nicwois, WILiiaAM Teenes, Norbiton, Surrey, B 
Kingston, Su Pet March 12 Ord March 12 

Noauay, Anruus Hewny Cuanwiye, Belper, Derby, Motor 
Driver Derby Pet March 13 Ord March 13 

‘anx, ALBgert Atrrep, and Amy Hawnan , Se, 
slough, ta armen Windsor Pet March 11 Ord 
March 1 

Parsons, A Crewe, Gasfitter Crewe Pet March 18 
Ord March 13 


Pastaivce, Arrnur Joux, Westbury w Trym, Bristol, 
Haulier Bristol Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

Pitcay, Wiitam Isipons, Lower Broughton, Salford, 
Lanes, Ladies Costumier Manchester Pet March 12 
_ ag = Cc Arkl Barnet, School 

Prownicnut, Corin CAMPBELL, ey, ool. 
master Barnet Pet March11 Ord March 11 

Raum, Puri, South Shields, Durham, Marine Store 
Dealer Newcastle on Tyne Pet March i1 Ord March 11 

Raao, Banest, rs Herts, Builder Herttord 
Pet March 10 Ord March 

Resp, Witu1am Joun, Milton ~4 Highgate Wandsworth 
Pet March 12 Ord March 12 

Saucer, Wituam, Treorky, Glam, Colliery Labourer 
Pontypridd Pet March 12 Ord March 12 

Susanmayx, Taomas, Enfield, Stationer Edmonton Pet 
Feb 26 Ord March 11 

SirtiTos, Fanny, Walsall, Newsagent Walsall Pet March 
12 Ord March 12 


Suita, yma Axenneap Waws, South Shields. 
Commission Agent Newcastleon Tyne Pet March 13 
Ord March 13 

STEeGGau, ae Freperick, Cambridge rd, Mile End, 
Carman High Court Pet Feb 28 Ord March 12 

Tayior, Atrasp Grorae Wrxpuam, Newport, Hay Mer- 
chants Newport, Mon Pet March 12 Ord March 12 

See, Se, & Norwich, Baker Norwich Pet March 
14 


Tyson, +} Bubwith, nr on. eos Kingston 
upon Hull Pet March 12 Ord March 1 

Warsoy, ated James, Edna rd, Haynes Park, Builder 
Croydon Pet Dec19 Ord March 1 

Watson, Henry, Any meg Builder Peterborough 
Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

Werrnem, 8 F (Baron), Bishops een, Hants Ports- 
mouth Pet Feb 26 Ord March 1 

Wicks, Percy James, Colchester, Wine Merchant Col- 
chester Pet Feb 25 Ord March 1 

Amended notice substituted for et peaeee in 
the London Gazette of Mare 

Baxer, Atrrep Bars, Blenheim rd, Bedford ) . , Chtonteli, 
Builder Brentford Pet Nov19 Ord Fe 

Amended notice substituted for that nblished i in 
the London Gazette of March 6: 

Gorurripas, WILLOveHBy Txomas, Southend on 
rssex, Coal Merchant Chelmsford Pet Jan 8 ‘Ord 
March 2 

Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of March 10: 

Canter, Jonn Ropert, Levenshulme, Manchester, Green- 

grocer Manchester Pet March6 Ord March 6 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

Acertt, James Francis, Walmer rd, Notting Hill, Cab 
Proprietor March 26 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, wT: “4 

Baker, James, Bedminster, Bristol, Engineer March 25 
12,30 Off Ree, 26, Baldwin st, ‘Bristol 

Patraick, Joszpn Bisnor, York, Coachman March 26 at 3 
off Ree, The Red House. Duncombe pl, York 

Bezstox, Rosert Sui.suren, Kingston upon Hill, Coal 
Dealer March 25 at 11.30 Off Rec, York City Bank 
chmbs, Lowgate, Hull 

Meee, Cuances, Exeter, Butcher March 26 at 10.30 
Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Biapor, Marks, Higher Broughton, Manchester, General 
Warehoaseman March 25 at 3° Off Rec, Byrom st, 
Manchester 

Buaketey, Micuart, Ossett, Yorks, Fish Salesman 
March 2at 11 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, 
Dewsbury 

Bioxnam, Freperice James, Halberton, or Tiverton, 
— = March 26 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, 
xeter 

Carter, Joun Ronsrt, Levenshulme, Manchester, Green- 
grocer March 26 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 
chester 

Crane, Artour Axsert, Kingston upon Hull, Tailor 
March 25 at 11 Off Rec, York City Bank ‘chmb rs, 
Lowgate, Hull 








Crarxe, Atrrep, Blakenhall. Wolverham » Dairy Gime, Wittiam, Treorky, Glam, Colliery 
Farmer March %@atili Off Ree, — pton March 26 26 at 11.30 Off Bas, Post Office chnsbes, Bouter 
Co eeie Maan’ Sanh Of =o Berridge st, | Suwait, Auy Jaws, Sibton, Suffol March 
veller 25 at 12 Ewei., Amy Jane, Farmer 
3.30 Angel Hotel, aaeoed” aes 


Leicester 
Croox, THomas, Manchester, Builder March 26 at 3 Off | Surra, Cunistorner ty; Wawx, South Shields, 
Rec, Byrom st, Manchester : Dw Commission Ageot March 26 at 11.39 on 
Covrptanp, Josern, New Bolingbroke, Lincs, Blacksmith osley st, Newcastle on Tyne 
arch 25 at 2.15 Off Reo, 4 and 6. West st, Boston Srarks, F mdonenag pnd Somerton, Somerset,Grocer March 
Creecu, enema, Jefferies Hill, Soke ‘Glos, Horse 25 at 12.45 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salis- 


March 25 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 
Bristo ‘ol Sreap, Janes, Ordeall Park, Salford, Lancs, Off Beerhouse 
Davies, gent Mar Rees, Stratford on Avon, Bogieeticn Keeper March 25 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 
as 


ch 26 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, High st, 
wentry Strecau! Wittiam Le Camb rd, Mile End, 
Dart Farperick Harry Burosss, Fishponds, Bristol, Fish- March 26 at 12 Bankruptey ~~ 
ay March 25 at 12.15 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, ee Pair, pe r. eae ey 
ws March 25 at 3.30 Off Byrom st, Man- 
Dopps, GrorGe, «1 Wiiitam Rusutow Srockxoare, New- chester *, 
castle on Tyae, Drysalters March 2¢at11 Off Rec, 30, | Taomrsox, Steruzx Jonn, Glasfryn, Towyn, Merioneth 
Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne March 81 at 10.30 Town Hall, Aberyst: 


Epwarpes, Euriy Rosina, Egremont, va gg March 27 Socean, Goeeee Josrrn, Bristol, ‘Builder March 25 at 12 








at 2.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpoo! , 26, Baldwin st, 
ELLwoop, Josrra, Hastings, Draper March ‘s at 12 Off | Warsow, Faepericx Tamns, Edna rd, Raynes Park, Surrey, 
Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton Builder March 26 at 12 132, York rd, Westzninster 
Evans, ee New Tredegar, Mon, Colliery Repairer Bridge 
March 25 at 12 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, | Weatazim, 8 F (Baron), Bishops Waltham, Hants, 
Mon March 25 at 4.30 Off Rec, —_ junc, High st, 
Fisuwick, Cuartes Vincent, 8t Helens, Lancs Picture Portemouth 
Frame Maker 25 at 11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria | Woop, Maxweut, Aberystwyth, Card: 
st, Liverpool March 31 at 10.15 Town hal Abuser 
Fravcis, poy Srawtey, Cochrane st, St John’s Wood, | Wooursy, Roperr Wiii1aMm, Doncaster, Ba! 
Dentist March 27 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st at 12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Gopwis, Ernest ARTaur, ere Glos March 25 at 12.45 | Waicat, Grorar, Lowestoft March 25 at 3.30 Off Reo, 
Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, B: st, Norwich 
GoopcuiLp, "Ronert Perciv AL, Ol Kent rd, Lead Mer- | Youre, J Farnborough, Hants, Builder March 25 at 
cheat ‘March 25 at 11.30 182, York rd, Westminster 12’ 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
rl 
Green, Tous Wituiam, Guyhirne, Wisbech, Cambridge, eae 
Wheelwright March 26 at 10.15 Court House, King's | ALperson, Posse, & irkby Stephen, Westmorland, Saddler 
Lynn Kendal wy thew 14 Ord March 14 
Grimes, ee Isaac, Gt St Helen’s, Accountant | Baker, dares, ‘Bedminster, Bristol, Engineer Bristol Pet 
March 27 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st March 12 Ord March 12 
Harpiyec, Epwarp Wiuam, Barry, Glam, Butcher | Be.ora, le Mowenstle on Tyne, Professor of Lan- 
March 25 at 3 Off Rec, 117, St Mary st, Cardiff guages Newcastleon Tyne PetJan 30 Ord March 13 
Harnzis, Jacop Myra, Cardiff, Hardware Merchant Briackrorp, Caances, Exeter, Butcher Exeter Pet March 
26 at 3 Off Rec, 117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 14 Ord 4 
Hawkins, Frepraick Witiiam, Chatham March 30 at | Biroxaam, Feeperick James, Halberton, nr Tiverton, 
12.15 115, High ache ~ yg Devon Exeter et Feb 27 Ord March 14 
Hiaarssox, Luxe, Sedg Staffs, Gate Manufacturer | Barrrars, Amos, Caveat, Milk Dealer Coventry Pet 
March '26 at 11.30 ar ff Rec, Wolverhampton March 12 Ord March 
Hit, Jonn Levi — ‘Grenoside, Yorks, Miner | Baownine, Ennest Jomy, ‘Ealing rd, South Ealing Brent- 
March 26 at 11.30 Off Rec, Figree lane, Sheffield ford Pet March 18 Ord March 13 
Lake, Frepericxk Joux, Mexborough, Yorks, Builder | Cocks, Rossrt Jonx, Lewester, | Sa eR Traveller 
March 96 at 12.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield Leicester Pet March 13 Ord March 13 
Leatner, C J, Portsmouth, Contractor March 25at3 Off | Davis, WiuL1AM Gronae, Wolverhampton, Trank Manu- 
. Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth facturer Wol Pet March 14 Ord March 14 
Les-M. ITCHRLL, ArgtTHus Wiui4ms, Clement’s inn, Strand | Dawsox, Watters, Irth ‘borough, Northants, Hair- 
March 25 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st dresser Northam et March 12 Ord March 12 
Manper, Arcwpatp Frank, Aston, Birmingham. Cycle | Dopvs, Georoe, and satan Rusutow Stocxpaue, New- 
Dealer March 26 at 11.30 191, Corporation st, sir- castie on Tyne, Drysalters Newcastle on Tyne Pet 
mingham March 12 Ord March 12 
Mecertr, Exvizanets, and Harry Meaairr, Welbow Deeese, = gs = Wituiam, Tuebrook, Liverpool, French 
Lines, Weli Sinkers March 25 at 2.45 Off Kec, 4 and Pol Liverpool Pet March 10 Ord March 12 
West st, Boston Dyrxes, pool, ~~~ 4 Furness, Lancs, Plumber Barrow 
Mitts, Arraua Jostan, Charrington st, St Pancras, Baker in Furness Pet March 13 Ord March 13 
March 25 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st Faaxcis, comm Srantey, Cochrane st, 8t Mi ohn’s Wood, 
Moors, Joun, Stoneferry, _ upon Hull, Draper Dentis Court Pet March 12 Ord March 12 
March 25 at » Off » York City Bank chambers, Gopwis, Beumnet ARTHUR, + eee Filton, Glos Bristol 
Lowgate, Hull Pet March 13 Ord March 1 
Joun Wrttram, Chatteris, Cambs, Saddler | Harais, Jacos Mven, Cardiff, | Se Cardiff 
arch 25at 12 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge Pet Feb 20 Ord March 12 
Nicsois, Hersert Georor Joux, Clifton, Bristol, Fruiterer | Haton, Hexay Jos, Gt Yarmouth, Ship Chandler Gt Yar- 
March 25 at 11.45 Off Rec, 23, Baldwia st, Bristol | mouth PetMatch 12 Ord Maron 12 


Nicuois, Wiiitiam THomas, Norbiton, Surrey, Builder Jems. Noy 8, Rane’ ' av, Hurlingham, Fulham 
March 27 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge | High Court Pet Sept19 Ord March 13 

Orpen, Joun ve Mo.eyyes Fitzoera.p, Peldon ay, | oS avip Owex, Cwmmorgan, ao Emlyn, Car- 
Richmond, Clerk March 26 at 11.30 132, York rd, marthen, Merchant Carmarthen Pet March 14 Ord 
Westminster Bridge March uu 

Owen, com Rees, Abercynon, Glam, Miner March 26 at | Lirwan. Apranam, Brick In, Spitalfields, Confectioner 
11 Off Rec, Post hg chmbrs, Pontypridd High Court Pet Feb 29 Ord 12 

Pratt, oo Warwick March 26at11 Off Rec, MoHarrin, com South Shields, Doctor Newoastle on 
8, High st, Coventry” March t1 Ord March 11 

Ramm, Puiuie Hewey, South Shields, Durham, Marine | Marsuatt, ychnwnny Burnaby cres, Gunnersbary, Chi 
Btore Dealer March 25 at 11 Off Reo, 30, Mosley st,| | Draper's Assistant Brentford Pet March 13 a Ord 
Newcastle on Tyne 3 

Russect, Hersert Samven, High st, Stratford March 26 “Maus Argravur Jostan, Cha’ st, St Pancras, Baker 

at 12 , Carey st High Court Pet March 12 March 12 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


MOoOoORGATE 


FUND, LIMITED. 


SrTRiaT, LONDON, 
ESTAGLISHED IN oh, 


m.o. 





EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 








630 Appeals to Quarter sessions have been cond 


y SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


under the direction and 





supervision of the eee. 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sen 


on application. 
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Miits, Hanotp Wii11am, Sheffield, Ironmonger Sheffield 
Pet Jan 25 Ord March 13 

Moceaiwer, A.sert, Saint Dogmaels, Cardigan Car- 
marthen Pet March 12 Ord March 12 

Nicuors, Wiit1am Tuomas, Norbiton, Surrey, Builder 

m, Surrey Pet March 12 Ord March 12 

Nonmax, Anraur Hewry Cuaxnxinc, Belper, Derby, Motor 
Driver Mechanic Derby Pet March13 Ord March 13 

Arrtuur, Crewe, Gasfitter Crewe Pet March 13 

arch 13 

Pointer, Roreat, Reading, Restaurant Keeper Reading 
Pet March 5 ‘Ord March 12 

Raum, Parur Henry, South Shields, Marine Store Dealer 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet March 11 Ord March 13 

Samug,, Wittiam, Treorky, Glam. Colliery Labourer 
Pontypridd Pet March 12 Ord March 12 

Br.1Tos, Faxny, Walsall, Newsagent Walisall Pet March 
12 Ord March 12 

Tay.or, Atraep Gsrornce Wrypuam, Newport, Mon, Hay 
Merchant Newport,Mon Pet March12 Ord March 12 

Tayior, Epwarp. Norwich, Baker Norwich Pet March 
4 


Panrsow 
Ord 


March 14 " 

Tuusper, Jutiaw Apvairz, Cookham, Berks High Court 
Pet Jani16 Ord March 12 

Tyson, Georce, Bubwith, nr Selby, Yorks Kingston upon 
Hull Pet March 12 Ord March 12 

Vatite, Franx Currtox, Aldermanbury av High Court 
Pet Feb 18 Ord March 13 

Wartsox, Henry, Peterborough, Builder Peterborough 
Pet March14 Ord March 14 

Waionrt, Grorar, Lowestoft Gt Yarmouth Pet March 11 
Ord March 12 

Ziguinsxy. Apam, 8t Paul's rd, Canonbury, Watchmaker 
High Court Pet Feb 11 Ord March 13 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of March 10: 
Canter, Joux Rovert, Levenshulme, Manchester, Green- 
grocer Manchester Pet March6 Ord March 6 








AW.—A Solicitor of 27 years’ standing, 
mature experience, apt and capable, holding high 
professional credentials thereto, and with 26 commissioner- 
ships, Seeks moderately-salaried Post to Assist in Town or 
Country Practice, or other suitable Post.—Communications 
to 8., 46, Narcissus-road, West Hampstead, N.W., Londcn. 


LAY PRACTICE.—Two Solicitors, of 

some Experience (University men), wish to Acquire 
a good General Practice with a fair share of Conveyancing ; 
South or South-West of England preferred; advertisers 
have capital at command, and are prepared to pay down 
£2,000 for a satisfactory business.— Address, L. W., Stafford 
House, Duke-street, Bath. 


ADY, middle-aged, lately in full charge of 
elderly lady and establishment, good salary, under 
non-resident Solicitor- Trustee, Desires Responsible Post in 
Country ; had care young people ; experienced with peculiar 
temperaments.—C., 147, Cromwell-road, 8. W. 











RUST FUNDS of £5,000, £8,000, £30,000, ~ 


and £30,000 immediately available (interest 33 to 4 

cent.) for Mortgage of Estates or high-class Freehol 

- + in —- or Pi neanaye i me communicate 

wi esers. Morpaxt & Morpant, Surveyors, 9, Fen- 
church-street, London. ; ’ F 


URNITURE PURCHASED in Large or 
Sma]! Quantities for Cash; if desired, Removed and 
ancy ty, mre - ro as a given.—Guazizr & 
NS gents, 18, Knightsbridge, Hyde Park y 
Established 1760. Tel. No. 2006 Victoria. 


LONDON GAZETTE (published py authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No. 3a, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STREET, LONDON. 


ERY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 
e attention of the Legal Professi 

to the aos of his long experience of apourie of 
fifty years in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, 
&c., and to solicit their continued support. — N.B. 
Forms, Gratis, for Statutory Notices to Creditors and Dis- 
solutions of Partnership, with necessary Declaration. 
File of ‘“‘London Gazette” kept for free 

appointment. 








reference. By 


Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Fouxpep mu THs Retox oy Witt1am & Masy, 1689. 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 


To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
LBVBB SUITS IN CLOTH @& VBLVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 


BY 








AUTHORITY 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 
Suage Ceatiricatses, Desentures, &c., ved and 
printed. OrriciaL Seas designed and execu 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 
RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c. 


49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 





I. WRIGHT 


(TREADWELL & WRIGHT), 


Legal and General Shorthand Writers and Typists, 
ESTABLISHED 1845, 


33, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 


The Shorthand Writer appointed by the Court 
in Public and Private Examinations under the 
Companies Acts. One of the Official Shorthand 
,,Writers to the Court of Bankruptcy. 
SHORTHAND and TYPEWRITING 
Anywhere, at any time, of any kind, in any quantity. 
Competent men sent out for emergencies and arrears. 
Country Orders for sieges A despatched same nighi if 
utrea, 





Telephone No. 4865 Central. 





AW BOOKS at GREAT REDUCTIONS! ! 
—Al kinds of Law, Commercial, and other Books 
supplied. Mostly LATEST EDITIONS. State wante. 
Send fcr List, New Books at 20 cent. Discount. Sent 
on approval, BOOKS BOUGHT.—W. & G. Forur, 135, 
Charing Crose-roed, W.C. 





INEBRIETY, ABUSE OF DRUGS. 
TOWER HOUSE, 


AVENUE ROAD, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HIGH-CLASS HOME FOR LADIES. 
(EsTaBLisHepD 1864.) 

Excellent Medical References. 

Medical Attendant, A. V. Cuarke, M.A., M.D. (Cantab.). 
For terms and particulars apply to Mrs. Mirus. 
Telegrams, “* Theobald,” Leicester. 


, For Terms, &c., appl 


ST. ANDREW'S HOSPITAL 


FOR MENTAL DISEASES, 
WORTHAM PTON. 


For the Upper and Middie Glasses enly,. 


Presipest: 
THE RIGHT HON. THE EARL SPENCER, E.G. 


This Institution is a Registered Hospital under the 
Lunacy Act for the reception of private patients of the 
Upper and Middle classes only, and is in no w 
connected with a County or Borou 
Asylum in which Pauper Patients are 
received. 2 

It is pleasantly situated, and is surrounded by more than 
100 acres of park and pleasure grounds. 

Terms from 31s. 6d. a week, according to the require- 
mTasicate paring higher rates can have Specie! Attenfente, 

ients i rates can have 
Horses and © i , and Private Rooms in the Hospital ; 
or at Moulton Park, a branch establishment, two miles 
from the Hospital. 

The terms may be reduced in suitable cases on application 
to the Governors on printed forms supplied. For further 
particulars apply to the Medical Superintendent. 


BRYN-Y-NEUADD HALL, LLANFAIRFECHAR, 
The Seaside House of St. Andrew’s Hospital. 
The Hall is beautifully situated in a Park of 280 acres 

close to the sea, and in the midst of the finest scenery in 
North Wales. : 
Patients belonging to the Hospital (or Boarders) may go 
ede ly to the Medical Superinten- 
for er apply e Me 
dent, 8t. Andrew’s Hospital. Northampton. 


BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 
SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. 
nano eee eeeer 
Terms 1} to 3} Guineas. } mile from Station, G.E.R, 
Telephone : P.O. 8, Buntingford. Telegraphic Address: 


“SUPERINTENDENT, HILLSIDE, BUATINGFORD.” 
Treatment of (INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 


For Gentlemen. este the Act and privately. 
D. HOGG, M.B.C.8., &., 
‘edical 8 ti 


Telephone: P.O. 16, RickmansworrTs. 
INEBRIETY. 











MELBOUBNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 
ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A, 
: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc, 

i . Excellent 








The Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 


\ 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orrice: 


63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


lasurances effected against the following risks :— 


PERSONAL 
SICKNESS and DISEASE, 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
BURGLARY, 


40, CHANCERY 


‘< 


a 
oe pa 
© tect BS 


Copred from Policy dated 17%. 
Law Courts Branch : 


FIRE. 
ACCIDENT, 


including ACCIDENTS TO 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


LANE, W.C. 


A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 


FUNDS IN HAND 


£2,545,328. 


FIRE OFFICE 


Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ 
Legal and Medical References. For terms and particulaz: 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 


| Tetzcrarnic Appress: “ MEDICAL, LEIOESTEB.”' — 





| 360 FIRST MORTGAGE 6 per Cent. 
DEBENTURES of £10 each for Sale in well- 
known Industrial Company doing a substantial business ~ 
and paying a good dividend on its shares.— Balance-shest ~ 
Sadi boll peetionlons eons to Solicitors and Investors (oly) 
on application to H. E. P. H., Box 507, Smith’s Advertising 
Agency, 100, Fleet-street, E.C, a 











WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION | 
and BMPLOY6RS' LIABILITY | 


4 


| 
| 


ee Seer 


“J 


S, FISHER, 188, Strant 











